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This program of research resulted in a greatly improved understanding of the role played by the internal

-
i
i
! 3leck 19,
¢
'
1 cwiisnics of the rocket motor in the PAM-D coning phenomenon. A comprehensive computational fluid

4_._ : dynami¢ simulation of the complete solid rocket motor/spacecraft system shows that observed PAM-D
A X rutation instability 1s caused by the interaction of the complex unsteady internal flow field within the rocket
}:'_ ! wotor with vehicle wobbling motions.
*lo. s \ major element of the phenomenon is the strong axial vortex core produced within the combustion
¢ : -n.mber by the vehicle spin. The circumferential flow velocity induced by the vortex velocity field is
Rl zreatly intensified as the vortex core is "stretched” through the nozzle throat. Small wobbling (nuta:ion) of “
*ﬁ" the spacecraft induces an unsymmetrical pressure pattern within the combustion chamber that is similar to
[ { the ciassical inertial wave phenomenon. The fluctuating velocity field associated with this wave interacts
4 strongly with the vortex core, and the resulting unsteady gas motion is an undulating vortex filament, .
Ao oriiting the chamber axis as it leaves through the nozzle. From a control volume point of view, there
results a net outflow of lateral angular momentum from the system. This angular momentum flux is
INOR balanced by a net torque acting on the spacecraft that can exceed the well-known jet damping moment.
iy ; Under certain conditions related to the size of the chamber, moments of inertia of the spacecraft, size and
v iocation of the nozzle throat, and position of the motor with respect to the center of mass, the system is
_'»}: ; unstable and the amplitude of the nutation increases with time.
L2 ; "¢ phenomenon just described is referred to throughout the report as "gasdynamic dnving” and is the
- i direct, unsteady analog of the jet damping effect. Jet damping accounts only for the steady part of the
o~ internal flow. Previous jet damping calculations have accounted for neither the vorten mean flow
j:.';j: component nor the gas flow fluctuations induced by wobbling.
L
AN A detailed numerical study was conducted in which the theoretical results were employed in the simulation
AR of the flights of several actual spinning rocket systems. The simulations employed only actual spacecraft

mass distributions, geometry, and propulsion system properties. Account was taken of  hanges in
::.'g properties with time as propellant is consumed. The STAR 48 propelled PAM-D, DI, and SGS 1I flights
)
}
Iy

" were simuiated. along with two examples of an earlier system using the STAR 37 motor that did not

|: experience coning. The results showed that the gasdynamic effects account for all major features of the

:.;s . wstabiiity. ‘
" - SR . o |
J : Since the coning instability phenomenon had not been encountered prior to the PAM-D experience, it is

e | necessary to identity those features of this spacecraft design that lead to the difficulty. On the basis of the 1
\%. ; r*w.s of this stdy, 1t has become clear that the nutation instability is not the result of a design fault in ‘
o ¢t hur the rocket motor or any other element of the system. The following features of the system have a 1
gy ! direct bearing on the growth of the instability and the final amplitude of the nutation angle: (1) the prolate

0 -pacecraft mass distnbution dictated by packaging constraints, (2) the large, nearly spherical rocket motor

i dictated by the impulse requirements oé)the missions, (3) thick propellant web and resulting long motor

i s tme, and (4) the highly submerged nozzie with a small throat and nozzle entrance within the

-..‘, <.abashon chamber. Growth of the instability is lirgest near motor burnout because the lerger stay-time

a; % of oy particles within the chamber allows a longer interaction with the inertial forces related to the spin.
oy “.* long burning time of STAR 48 and PAM DII motors is a direct contributory factor since the small

) ' eriurbing torques caused by the unsteady flow are given a sufficiently long period to influence the vehicle .
g dy namies

N 3 Prel muinary system desigin guidelines based on the results of the study are presented. It is recommended

j‘,-." that additional  .perimentation be performed to enhance the understanding of the phenomenon. It is

a:ﬁ cspecially important that experiments be conducted using properly instrumented iocket motors. Data from
j,sj spanning rocket tests conducted in test facilities employing a fixed axis of rotation does not contribute

) wsefal information relating to the nutation instability phenomenon. It will be necessary either to make the

Bkt raeasurements under freefall conditions or to contruct tests stands with lateral degrees of freedom in order

o it e unsymmetrical, time-dependent internal ballistics effects can be activated.
o
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The PAM-D series of spin stabilized upper stage vehicles have exhibited an
unexpected wobbling instability appearing during the final half of the motor burn
with an apparent growth rate that increases rapidly during the final few seconds of
operation. This has been commonly referred to as "coning” or "nutation” of the
spacecraft. Figure 1 illustrates the motion and defines the nutation or cone angle
between the direction of the flight path and the spin axis of the spacecraft. The final
value of angle 8 averages about 10° and has reached magnitudes as large as 17° at
the end of motor burn in some flights. The rocket motor is believed to be the
source of the instability, since growth of the cone angle 0 ceases at burnout.

Flight Path ~—_

6
Primary Axis \Y :
of Spin !

R0
XX

| %

o
Lore%s
%
Y

AtlIgnition AtEnd of Burn

Figure 1. Development of Coning Instability

The PAM-D stage has carried a variety of communication satellites to
geosynchronous orbit. It utilizes a solid propellant rocket motor of the STAR 48
family for the perigee propulsion maneuver. It is during operation of the perigee
burn that the coning anomaly occurs. Recent flights (PAM-D 1I) have used a new
motor based on the IPSM-II technology with larger diameter and increased total
impulse. The two PAM-DII vehicles launched before the cessation of Space Shuttle
operations in January 1986 also exhibited significant coning that was similar in
most respects to the earlier STAR 48 observations.
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L1
"
. 1.1 DESCRIPTION OF PROBLEM
.
\
k. The oscillatory spacecraft motion observed in telemetry data is consistent with
! conventional spinning, variable mass, rigid body dynamics. In body-fixed
K, coordinates, the motion can be described as a rotation of the vehicle angular
‘ velocity vector about the axis of symmetry at nearly the free-precession or
. ‘coning” frequency. The projection of the angular velocity vector on a plane
: normal to the spin axis grows nearly exponentially during the period of instability
\ 1nd always rotates in a direction opposite to the vehicle spin as illustrated in Figure
’ . Since instability of this type has not been noticed in other very similar spinning
N upper stage vehicles, it is essential that the combination of system features or
3 environmental factors that lead to the instability be understood in complete detail.
v This report describes the results of a comprehensive two-year investigation
P designed to emphasize the motor gasdynamics as the origin of the observed coning
. instability.
- The correct identification of the disturbing entity responsible for the coning
~ instability is rendered difficult by the apparent smallness of the forces that generate
o the motion; an estimate of the maximum energy flux driving the wobble is
[} approximately a tenth of a kilowatt. Another difficulty is the plethora of small
2 effects that can cause instability in rotating systems. Wobbling or tumbling due to
- sloshing of liquids or the vibration or flexing of the spacecraft structure are
> familiar examples. Spinning, prolate bodies become unstable if any form of
v internal energy dissipation is present. A classic case was the instability exhibited by
= the first American earth satellite, the Explorer I, which transitioned from axial spir
& into an end-over-end tumble not long after its injection into orbit due to *the
- mechanical energy dissipation in its four flexible antennae. Unfortunately, such
2 simpie rmechanisms fail to explain key features of the PAM-D motion.
s Since there is an obvious connection between the growth of the coning and the
> operation of the propulsion system (growth of the coning motion either ceases
-3 wlruptly at motor burnout or shows a dramatic change in its characteristics), it is
[ appropriate to examine possible interactions between the motor gasdynamics and
" the vehicie motion. This is the central focus of the research described herein.
e i 2 DESCRIPTION OF RESEARCH PROGRAM
Y
; ) The program described was designed to determine the role played by the rocket
! motcr gasdynamics in the generation of nutation instability.  Since very little is .
" known of the internal ballistics of spinning solid propellant rocket motors, major
' effort was focused on study of effects in the rotating combustion gas flow brought
=, about by vehicle motion. Previously, the only known effects were: (1) the
v pronounced increase of the propellant turning rate caused by spin, and (2) the axial
- vortex flow produced within the chamber. Erosion of the motor forward closure
b, and the rozzle entrance due to the vortex flow have been observed frequently.
L4
2
:
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One well-known effect of the motor gas flow on the dynamics of spinning rocket
propelled vehicles represents an important clue to the source of the coning
disturbance. This is the familiar jet damping phenomenon representing the
interaction between vehicle angular motions and the steady part of the flow of
combustion products through the motor. The magnitude of this damping torque is
found to be of the same order as the apparent driving moment that causes the coning
growth. The jet damping effect has been studied since the earliest days of modern
rocketrv. However, in all previous modeling efforts, only steady gas motions were
irvestigated. The work described herein has as a major objective the inclusion of
the time-dependent counterpart of the steady jet damping mechanism. This
interaction can either add additional damping or, more importantly, can produce a
Jestabilizing influence under some conditions.

1
n

There is a vast literature on rotating fluids that has been motivated mainly by '
meteorological and astrophysical research. This material gives much guidance in 1
the study of the dramatic effects of spin on rocket motor gas flows. It is known ‘
from experiments and the theory of rotating fluids that time-dependent flow effects
are likely to be excited in the intertor of a spinning, wobbling chamber. Detail.:d
rreatment of these motions form the backbone of the present investigation. Studies
of other possible propulsion-related phenomena, such as deflections of a flexible
nozzle exit cone and interactions with aluminum oxide slag material within the
motor chamber, have been carried out by other investigators and are reviewed for
completeness. It is possible that these effects can influence coning growth, but it is
demonstrated in this report that the gas flow interactions are capable of generating
all features of the coning phenomenon observed in telemetry data.

An observation indicating the potential importance of the interaction between
the combustion chamber motion and the time-dependent flow of combustion gases
is provided in the many studies of inertial wave phenomena in spinning confined
fluids. Recent work has shown that interactions of this type are responsible for
nutation instability of spinning projectiles containing liquid propellants or payloads
u the form of viscous fluids. Organized pressure disturbances known as "inertial”
or "elastoid-inertial” waves are supported in spinning fluid systems. The inertial
forces (especially the Coriolis force) give rise to effects playing a role analogous to
compressibility 1n nonrotating systems. The characteristic frequencies of these
waves are very low compared to the fundamental acoustic frequencies of the
chamber. They form an infinite set of natural frequencies, proportional to the rate
oi spin, all of which have magnitudes in the range

0 < 1)\1(\2!’2 (hH

wihere 3¢ 0s the spin rate and A is the inertial mode frequency. Since the vehicle
comine (free-precession) frequency is also in this range. it is clear that motion of the
chiarnher will be felt by the contained gas flow as a driving force in a frequency
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:;": range that readily excites the inertial waves. The phenomenon is similar to the
'ﬁg sloshing of a liquid in a wobbling container. However, inertial pressure waves
KON rather than free surface gravity waves represent the response in the contained gas.
N In order to understand the unsteady gas flow in a spinning rocket chamber,
::' several elements must be introduced that have not been studied previously. It is
:,' necessary to address the following features:
VN

f"' ® Inertial oscillations in the presence of a mean gas flow field with an

. axial vortex component and recirculation zones,
0,
;": ® Rossby number (a measure of the relative importance of gas particle

e speed to rotation speed) typically unity or greater implying the

R importance of convective effects

R ® Complex chamber boundary geometry changing in size and shape
k- at a rate comparable to the time scale of the angular disturbances.
.,0'
N

L This combination of features posed a difficult unsolved problem in rocket motor in-
A ternal ballistics involving coupling of the combustion flow field to the vehicle angL-

o lar motion.

,; The research was carried out during a two year period in the form of several
ﬁ analytical and experimental phases. This report gives a detailed account of the key

findings. Since so many new elements of rocket motor gas flow required study,
,z' most emphasis was placed on clarification of theoretical issues. To maximize
W physical understanding, a thorough analytical formulation was developed involving
E approximate solutions of the gasdynamics and its coupling with the spacecraft
O rotational dynamics. This was backed by a program to develop detailed
" computational fluid dynamic solutions and by a series of experiments designed to
clarify vital features of the fluid flow in spinning systems with strong internal

oy convection. The four main research tasks were:

o

{:E 1. Development of the theory of unsteady internal ballistics of
] spinning solid propellant rocket motors.

2. Application of the theorztical results in the form of detailed
simulations of the rotational dynamics of actual spacecraft
configurations.

3. Development of detailed numerical solutions of both steady and
unsteady combustion gas flow in spinning rocket motors.

ol
-
"

4. Experimental verification of key theoretical findings by means
of laboratory cold flow simulations of spinning rocket fluid
dynamics.
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" 1.3 SYNOPSIS OF RESULTS

!'l.

o:'

:-:: The combined analytical/numerical/experimental study resulted in a much

i improved understanding of the behavior of the combustion gas flow in a spinning,
"y nutating rocket motor. Major effort was expended to apply this knowledge to
B, several realistic vehicle configurations. A few of the key results are described here.
3; A fmdmg of major practical 1mportance was that motor internal balllSUCS effects
,' " do produce interactions with vehicle motion that are consistent in a detailed manner
v with the PAM-D nutation instability observations. Thus, it is the main conclusion
S ~ of this investigation that these gasdynamic effects are the principal source of this
E::: ‘ form of spinning spacecraft dynamzc mstabtlzty N
M) : — = ST s e

! Figure 3 illustrates 1mportant features of the tlme-dependent flow in a spinning

rocket that affect the coning problem. Shown is a cross-section of the motor during
coning growth. The strong vortex core produced by angular momentum

t‘
conservation as gas particles approach the nozzle entrance is highlighted.
!
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Figure 3. Cross Section of STAR 48 Motor at SQ Seconds after Ignition
Showing Vortex Core
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Of major significance is the indication that the vortex does not lie along the
longitudinal axis of the motor during vehicle nutation instability. Rather, it orbits
about the axis in a helical pattern. This is the result of unsteady flow effects related
to the inertial wave phenomenon described earlier. The helical motion is a

:;;‘o:' symptom of an unsymmetrical pressure pattern within the motor chamber. The
;:’;53 integrated pressure forces, especially in the nozzle where the most intense
it'.:l unsymmetrical velocity fluctuations and associated pressures act, represent a
R disturbing torque about the vehicle center of mass that leads to coning instability if
c its direction relative to the vehicle angular velocity perturbation is in a criticai

\ range and if its magnitude is sufficiently large to overcome the jet damping. That
N is, the component of disturbing torque parallel to the lateral rocking angular
S velocity vector representing the coning of the spacecraft must be greater than and
- opposite in sense to the jet damping moment.

A control volume analysis gives useful insight. To an observer in inertial space,

P the asymmetrical flow emerging from the wobbling rocket nozzle represents a
KoY discharge of lateral angular momentum rotating with respect to the vehicle. This
:' momentum flux must be accompanied by a lateral moment vector acting on the
o motor. This mechanism is analogous to the familiar momentum thrust phenomenon
o in which the rearward flow of axial linear momentum generates the thrust force on
s the motor. Only special combinations of chamber size and shape, flow speed, and
E}_- spin rate result in nutation instability. The gasdynamic interaction can be either an
T additional stabilizing entity or a source of coning energy.

The program results demonstrate that significant driving energy for coning
motions arises in the gasdynamic interactions. This is demonstrated by applying the
analysis to four representative spacecraft/propulsion system combinations.

;»"' Included are simulations of the earlier STAR 37E series that did not exhibit
Ny appreciable coning perturbations, the PAM-D (STAR 48) flights, the SGSII (second
)’ stage, also employing the STAR 48 motor), and the recent PAM-DII (IPSM II)
:,;;g. missions. The results are consistent with the flight telemetry data in a rather
.:::.; complete way both in the timing of key events and in the magnitude of the
:;g:: disturbing torques. It is expected that refinement of the computational algorithm
e developed in this program will yield a predictive design tool. Improvements would
(“ 3 involve inclusion of a more realistic combustion coupling, a detailed mean flow
v model, and a more realistic combustion chamber geometry. Increased emphasis on
1;3:%’ numerical solutions will be appropriate in subsequent studies.

r‘t::

fjg:; . Proper understanding of the system interactions yields design guidelines that can
Y be used to avoid the coning instability in a rather straightforward way. The

sensitivity of the final nutation amplitude (final cone angle) to a variety of design
parameters is established in a preliminary way. The effects of variation of the initial
s- nutation disturbance, nozzle geometry, combustion chamber geometry, location of
.::;; the rocket relative to the vehicle center of mass, moment of inertia ratio for the
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28 spacecraft, and the vehicle spin rate were studied using a typical PAM-D spacecraft

i as a baseline. The results showed that the phenomenon is insensitive to the shape of

o) the combustion chamber, but the relative size of the chamber is important. Another

! important factor in the instability is the long burning time of the STAR 48 and

& IPSM motors. This gives the small perturbing effects a sufficiently long period in

oy which to affect the system dynamics in a significant manner. Reducing the spin rate

,,.j; deprives the instability of its principal source of energy. However, a major

Y reduction in spin rate is required to reduce the coning growth to an acceptable

- degree. An area requiring additional study is the sensitivity of the nutation

o phenomenon to the placement of the nozzle entrance within the motor chamber. On

o the basis of the preliminary numerical calculations it is shown that careful attention

-C to the amount of nozzle submergence and the contouring of the combustion

A chamber geometry especially in the aft portion of the motor may allow reduction or

elimination of the disturbing torque. Application of annular or plug nozzle

technology may allow the complete elimination of the nutation instability problem
. in future spinning upper stage motor development.
.r\'
fi: It should be emphasized that the PAM-D coning problem is not the result of an
_*;3 error in the rocket motor design. It is a system problem arising from a combination
e of factors related to the spacecraft geometry and mass distribution, spin rate, the
= size and configuration of the combustion chamber, the geometry and placement of
the nozzle, and the manner in which the spacecraft is deployed from the launch
-'_:I vehicle. In other words, it is a natural phenomenon that has been overlooked
';:j because simpler points of view applied satisfactorily to earlier systems.

I Finally, it is necessary to observe that much work remains to be accomplished to
\ achieve a complete understanding of the set of phenomena described in this report.
y Of particular importance will be the eventual verification of the proposed

e mechanisms in laboratory cold flow experiments, small scale hot rocket motor

firings, full scale static motor tests in rotating/nutating test stands, and full scale
< flight tests of properly instrumented PAM flight hardware. Of great interest would
be measurements of the pressure distribution within the nozzle entrance.

““: Experiments conducted in static test stands employing a fixed axis of rotation will
v not yield relevant data in the search for understanding of the coning phenomenon.
S A suggested plan for further experimental and analytical research is described.
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2.0 SPACECRAFT NUTATION INSTABILITY OBSERVATIONS

The coning phenomenon was first encountered in PAM-D flight operations
involving spacecraft delivered into orbit by Delta launch vehicles. The problem has
continued into the Space Shuttle-carried series of PAM-D spacecraft. All of these
spinning space motor systems utilized the Thiokol STAR-48 (TE-M-711) motor
with two different nozzle configurations. One motor, that used in the WESTAR V
mission, employed a nozzle stiffened by steel inserts. The appearance of the
instability was a distinct surprise, since similar problems had not arisen in earlier
orbit raising operations using very similar, but smaller, spun upper stage solid
rocket propulsion systems (Thiokol TE-364-4, STAR-37E, for example). Another
surprising feature was the appearance of such a disturbance during the motor burn
since jet damping was expected to dominate the system dynamics during motor
operation.

The importance of determining the cause of the instability has been reinforced
by the appearance of coning in the PAM-DII flights (of which two have taken place
at the time of writing, the RCA Ku-Band and RCA Ku-Band-2 missions). The DII
variant uses the Thiokol IPSM-II motor that is similar in design to the STAR-48 but
has an increased diameter of about 63 inches. It is imperative that the motor design
features that affect the coning amplitude be determined in order that similar
problems can be avoided in the design of new spin stabilized upper stage
propulsions systems. Careful review of the data yields important guidance in this
regard.

2.1 DESCRIPTION OF DATA SET

In this section we review what is known of the nutation instability problem from
telemetered flight measurements. All information presented here was provided by
the McDonnell Douglas Astronautics Companyl. Table 1 is a summary of nutation
instability observations for three groups of data corresponding to each of the three
motor types. Within each group there is significant variation in the severity of the
coning as represented by the final cone angle, the average time-constant of the
growth of the instability (inverse of the exponential growth rate), and by the final
amplitude of the lateral angular velocity perturbation. The latter indicator is the
most convenient one to use since it can be estimated directly from rate gyroscope
data for flights where such data were available. Since coning was not a problem in
the STAR-37E vehicles, comprehensive flight measurements were not made; the
corresponding coning information shown in Table 1 was reconstructed from
accelerometer data.

The variability of the nutation angular motion is evidently related to a large set
of parameters that includes: (1) length of motor run (as affected by grain
temperature and propellant off-loading), (2) spacecraft mass, (3) location of the
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Table 1. Summary of Spinning Upper Stage Coning Data

Spin

L. I I, | Transverse | Growth | Cone

g Group Mission Rate ° 1| Rate © Rate | Angle
| (pm) |(Sugfi?) | (Deg/sec) | (Sec’)) | (Deg)
i IsBs-A 508 [365 630 | 300 - 10.5
SBS-B 503 365 630 | 253 0227 | 86
. SBS-C 510 |365 658 17.5 0278 | 59
SBS-D 518 |365 658 | 338 - 111

; 1 ||RCA-C' 611 |[273 557 | 534 0260 | 165
RCA-D 60.7 273 557 | 363 0235 | 117

PAM-D (|WESTAR-IV [508 [339 630 19.7 0.231 6.8
(STAR 48)|| WESTAR-V 524 (339 630 243 0.190 8.2

! INSAT-1A 414 |277 828 253 0.175 17.1
¢ GALAXY-A |[483 |386 654 15.0 0.160 50
3 GALAXY-C |432 |[386 654 20.7 - 7.7
3 SGS-II (Stg.2) | 700 |477 2363 ~2 ~0.05 ~1
IMP-H 48.5 150 542 1.19 - 0.85
4 TELESAT-C | 949 123 322 0.72 - 0.19
2 HELIOS-B 86.5 169 406 0.83 - 0.22
Kl (STAR |[|PALAPA-A 96.0 123 322 0.81 - 0.2!
“ 37-E) MARISAT-C ]96.2 188 416 0.36 - 0.08
, PALAPA-B 96.2 123 322 0.73 - 0.19
3 GOES-B 90.9 111 541 0.55 - 0.28
b GMS 504 141 625 0.15 - 0.13
3
3 RCA KuBand-1 500 {836 1260 533 ~0.1 13.5
- PAM-DII ||RCA KuBand-2 500 (836 1260 ~50 ~0.1 12.7
3 Notes: Moments of inertia I, (roll) and I; (average of pitch and yaw) are values at
o motor burnout. Growth Rates are average values for the last 7 seconds of the motor
‘ run. Cone angle is the final value at the end of the motor run. Cone angle and
4 transverse rate (at burnout) are assumed to be related by the expression:
"
4 0 = tan'![(wyy/ @)(14/1,)]
o
- where 8 is the cone angle and ®,y = \/(ox2 + @y? is the transverse rate amplitude.
. All STAR 37E data is reconstructed from accelerometer data. The PAM-DII data is
2 from first-look telemetry, and is therefore preliminary. The writer is indebted to
X M. N. Cantwell of McDonnell Douglas Astronautics for making this information
" available.
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motor relative to the spacecraft mass center, (4) travel of the mass center during
motor burn, (5) moments of inertia of the spacecraft and their variation during
motor operation, (6) spin rate, (7) nozzle configuration (length, throat size,
submergence ratio, and expansion ratio), (8) geometry change (size and shape) of
buming port during motor operation, (9) motor chamber pressure, and (10) initia!
lateral angular velocity residual due to tipoff effects from the spin platform. The
large number of variable parameters makes it difficult to detect trends in the rather
sparse data set. This difficulty is compounded by the small number of samples
representing each unique configuration.

Detection of trends is further compounded by the sensitivity of the final cone
angle to the length of the motor burn. Since growth is rapid in the last few seconds,
small differences in burning time resulting from many factors, such as the initial
temperature of the propellant grain, can result in large differences in the final
amplitude of the instability. Nevertheless, scrutiny of the data provides
information of considerable value in illuminating the origins of the instability. The
data set is sufficiently complete to allow a realistic assessment of the comprehensive
theoretical model presented later. The laboratory experiments were also strongly
influenced by the flight test information.

2.2 CHARACTERISTICS OF CONING BEHAVIOR

Figure 2 describes the observed spacecraft motion in body fixed coordinates. At
ignition, the system is spinning about the axis of symmetry at a rate in the range 40-
70 rpm with small amounts of wobble about the two lateral (pitch and yaw) axes
that represents the residual of the tipoff disturbance initiated at separation from the
spin platform in the spacecraft lower stage or Space Shuttle cargo bay. The initial
nutation at motor ignition is typically of the order of 1 degree/second. In the STAR
37-E vehicles, this wobble apparently decayed during motor operation in the
manner anticipated on the basis of conventional jet damping theory. However, in
most STAR 48 and PAM-DII vehicles, the jet damping decay rate is smaller than
expected from the beginning of the motor burn. At approximately 50 seconds after

ignition, further decay appears to cease, and an unexpected rise in pitch (w,) and
yaw (@y) angular velocities shown in the typical rate gyroscope data in Figure 4. In

all data, the most dramatic growth occurs during the last S to 10 seconds of motor
operation.

The angular velocity measurements represent the best source of experimental
information regarding the coning phenomenon, since high-resolution rate
gyroscopes were carried on most of the flights after the coning phenomenon was
first observed. From the point of view of an observer in inertial space, the
spacecraft coning would appear to be a wobbling motion about the primary spin

direction as depicted in Figure 2. The body cone angle 8,, (8, is the cone half-
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angle, but since most other investigators have used the "cone angle" terminology,
this will be adhered to herein to avoid confusion) between the axis of symmetry
(roll axis, z) and the spin angular velocity vector increases gradually during the last
half of the motor run. In terms of the more convenient coordinate system fixed in
the vehicle, the disturbance can be described as a rotation of the vehicle angular
velocity vector about the symmetry axis at very nearly the free-precession
frequency as given by

Ay =Q(1-1/1p) 2

I, and I, are the roll and pitch (or yaw) moments of inertia if axial symmetry is
assumed. Since the latter assumption is justified for all vehicles in question (see
Table 1), it will be used in all of the analytical portions of the report to simplify the
dynamics of the problem. Figure S is a plot of Ag vs time for a typical PAMD flight

(WESTAR V). Superimposed on the solid curve representing the theoretical
frequency given by Equation (2), is actual flight data. For the first half of the
motor run, there is close correspondence between the actual and calculated
frequency. There are marked deviations from theory during the latter half. The
undulations in frequency are highly correlated with periods of growth and decay of
the coning instability.

The projection of the angular velocity vector on a plane normal to the spin axis
(labeled in Figure 2 as @,y ) apparently rotates at the coning rate in a direction
opposite to the primary spin and grows in amplitude nearly exponentially during
the period of instability. Figure 6 shows the development of the cone angle 0 as a
function of time and also shows the precession angle for comparison. The
spacecraft angular velocity vector typically revolves about 15 times during the last
30 seconds of motor burn during which the cone angle may grow to as much as 17
degrees. Figure 7 shows the growth of the lateral angular velocity perturbation
W,y for a typical flight (WESTAR V). The retrograde travel of ®,, relative to the
spin direction is emphasized.

Figure 4 shows typical pitch and yaw rate gyroscope data (WESTAR V). A
feature of some of the angular velocity data is an apparent amplitude discrepancy
between the pitch and yaw channels as is quite noticeable in Figure 4. For the
WESTAR V vehicle, the ratio of pitch to yaw angular velocity at burnout was
0,/0y = 0.87, which is typical of the entire data set. Such a discrepancy can be

readily explained in those vehicles that are not axially symmetric, as represented by
the lateral moment of inertia ratio, 1,/I, . This ratio for WESTAR V was nearly
unity, so the angular velocity discrepanCy is either a feature of the instrumentation
or an attribute of the driving mechanism. Figure 8 illustrates the placement of the
rate gyroscopes and accelerometers on a typical PAM-D spacecraft.
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Figure 9 is a cross-plot of the instantaneous amplitudes of the pitch and yaw rate
gyroscope signals. The amplitude discrepancy is not important until the last few
seconds of the motor burn. Since at this point the amplitude is relatively large, it

seems likely that it is related to instrumention effects. It is plausible that the , /O,

discrepancy is related to either the details of the orientation of the sensitive axes or
some other feature of the rate gyroscope. It is perhaps significant that the ratio is
always less than unity; that is, the yaw channel always records a larger amplitude
than the pitch channel. At least part of the discrepancy appears to be caused by
cross-coupling with the PAM roll rate. Preliminary analysis by McDonnell J
Douglas! indicates that about ten percent of the apparent yaw rate gyro amplitude

at end of burn is due to this cross-coupling. This is verified by the presence of an
oscillatory signal superimposed on the roll rate gyro output that is exactly in phase
with the yaw signal. On this basis, it appears that the amplitude discrepancy is an
instrumentation effect rather than an important attribute of the disturbing entity.
b However, great care was exercised in carrying out the analysis to ensure that any
ot possible implications in terms of the modeling would not be overlooked.
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Figure 9. Pitch Rate vs Yaw Rate Amplitude (WESTAR V)
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b 2.3 PAM-D OBSERVATIONS

S The PAM-D data set along with data from the SGSII missions constitute the bulk
s of experimental evidence. Considerable attention is devoted in this section to the
', PAM-D WESTAR V flight because of the rather complete nature and the
:.a relatively high resolution of the available flight information. WESTAR V was
B carried into orbit by a Delta booster in 1982, and is also noteworthy in that it was

. equipped with a stiffened nozzle exit cone to test one of the early coning instability
h theories.

:!:‘, Figure 10 shows the rate gyro signal present at the beginning of the STAR 43

" motor run on WESTAR V. At ignition, the pitch and yaw angular velocities are
nearly constant amplitude sinusoids. There is little evidence in Figure 10 for

K appreciable perturbations from the ignition transient. Whatever entity 1s eventually
'§; responsible for the later rapid growth of the coning may be present from the very
" beginning of motor operation. Conventional jet damping analysis would indicate
&N that the initial sinusoidal motions should immediately begin to decay after the
O ignition transient as shown in the lower plot in Figure 10. The motion shown is
. based on the jet damping model currently in use by McDonnell Douglas (Refs. 2-6).

o

-

< The upper plot in Figure 10 is the actual yaw rate gyro data from the WESTAR
.. V flight during the first half of the motor burn. The rate of decay is seen to be
* significantly lower than predicted, and there are short pcriods very early in the
- burn during which the amplitude even appears to rise slightly. These disturbances
v}:, do not appear to be related to the ignition transient.
,“t
32: An expanded plot of the pitch rate gyro output for WESTAR V during the mid
W part of the burn is shown in Figure 11. Again, there is evidence that the motion is
J anything but a smoothly decaying oscillation as predicted by jet damping theory.
o"" Just before the actual growth is triggered, there is a significant increase in rate of
:,: decay followed by rapid growth in which the pitch amplitude grows by a factor of
::'; two in three or four cycles. This is associated with the period during wmotor
:’5: operation at which the most rapid increase in mass flow rate is present as can be
{ shown from the motor chamber data shown in Table 2. About ten seconds later,

. there is a marked dropoff in mass flow rate. This event correlates closely with the
y drop in coning growth mentioned previously and is seen in all PAM-D data. Table
;,; 2 also shows typical values of important flow variables, mass flow rate, propellant
:‘. average burning rate, normal gas velocity at the burning surface, and other
properties that will be needed in evaluations of the analytical models presented
W later. Figure 12 shows the burn-back profiles for the STAR 48 motor. It will be

Iy noticed that during the period of maximum coning growth, the propellant in the aft
::g half of the chamber has been entirely consumed. The propellant grain assumes a
:.:; nearly end-burning configuration during the last few seconds of motor operation.

N
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Figure 13 is a plot of the yaw rate gyroscope amplitude as a function of time on a
logarithmic scale. It is evident that the motion is much more complex than a simgle
exponential growth. Instantaneous growth rates can be estimated from the digi*ized
data.

102 5
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Figure 13. Amplitude of Yaw Rate Signal vs Time (WESTAR-V)

Figure 14 shows the entire yaw rate gyro output on a larger scale. The growth
at about 1320 seconds (WESTAR V timeline) is evident. This is followed by
several seconds of decay and then about fifteen seconds of rapid growth that
abruptly ceases at taildown. The latter observation characterizes all vehicles not
carrying liquid stores. Additional coning growth at a distinctly different growth
rate may persist after burnout if sloshing liquids are aboard the spacecraft.Figure
15 is a plot of the instantaneous growth rate for WESTAR V. These values were
tested by applying them in a simulation program developed to allow evaluation of
the instability theory to be described later. Figure 16 shows plots of the motion
predicted by this program using the growth rate data plotted in Figure 15. This
validates the dynamic model to be employed extensively in later sections since it
will be seen that the results correspond closely to the actual motion depicted in
Figure 14.
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k 2.4 SGS 11 (SECOND STAGE) FLIGHT OBSERVATIONS

Y
‘' If the PAM-D data are examined carefully, it is possible to distinguish at least
" two periods of rapid growth of the wobble followed by equally rapid periods of
:’f decay. These periods are quite evident in Figure 14 and in the corresponding
:.“l‘ growth rate plot in Figure 15. The SGS II second stage, which did not attain a large
oy cone angle (mainly as a result of its large lateral moment of inertia), exhibits this
r“-\' feature very clearly Figure 17 shows the rate gyroscope data for the SGS II stage 2
" (NAVSTAR 9). The typical jet damping decay is evident during the first 40-50
g seconds and is followed by coning growth at about 55 seconds. This growth pulse
e then rapidly decays in the 65-70 second period, and the growth reappears at 80
‘-f seconds. An unusual feature of this particular sample is the rapid decay just before
i burnout that may be associated with complex phenomena associated with the
' taildown process. A later SUS II flight did not exkibit this feature but was identical
e to the earlier flight in all other respects. The taildown decay is not apparent in any
P> of the PAM-D data. Most of the features just described are also present in the more
"%’ typical PAM-D missions, but are somewhat obscured by the large coning growth
:,:::: during the last third of the motor burn. The major difference between the SGS
-1 (Stage 2) and PAM-D spacecraft configurations is the large moment of inertia

PR difference; the SGS lateral moment of inertia is approximately 4 times larger than
v ) the PAM-D at burnout.

The SGS vehicles also carried a nutation control package’ in each of the two
STAR 48 stages that was designed to damp out coning disturbances. The upper

. stage (referred to here as the third stage) was quite similar to the PAM-D vehicles
‘{": in terms of its mass properties. The nutation control system successfully preventzd
.} growth of coning in the third stage vehicles. The nutation control system was not
.Zi activated during the SGS(Stage 2) motions described, since the coning amplitude
g did not exceed the 2 degree/second angular rate threshold!?. It is worth
J mentioning that use of the nutation control system is an example of treating the
! symptom of the problem without understanding the cause. This is a costly approach
1" both in terms of extra hardware development and loss of system payload capability.
L
4 2.5 PAM-DII FLIGHT DATA
S Two flight operations involving the larger PAM-DII rocket motor (RCA
" ~ KuBand and SATCOM-2) were carried out before space shuttle flights stopped in
320 January 1986. Figure 18 shows the propellant burn-back profiles for comparison
,, with the STAR 48 profiles in Figure 12. Transition to head-end web configuration
Al in the latter seconds of operation is indicated. Due to the thicker propellant web,
E:‘ the DII motor operates approximately 30 seconds longer than the STAR 48.
';;::' High resolution rate gyroscope data for the two PAM-DII flights was not

available at the time of writing. However, telemetry data shows evidence of a

:‘ Y 28
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coning instability stmilar to that expenienced in the PAM-D systems. Growth
occurred only duning the final 20 seconds of the motor burn. Growth stopped at
motor burnout in SATCOM-2, but continued (at a much lower rate) in the RCA
KuBand mussion. It is noteworthy that the latter vehicle carried liquids. It is also
important to notice that while the tinal coning amplitude (about SO deg-ees/second
final angular rate perturbation and 159 cone final angle) this growth would not
have been observed had the motor burned for the same period (about 85 seconds) as
in the STAR 48 flights. This suggests that the same mechanism is responsible for
coning in both configurations, but that it is less severe in the PAM-DIIL. The
significant coning growth in the DIl 1s clearly related to the long burn time, giving
the small disturbing effects an extended period of influence on the system angular
motion.

2.6 CORRELATION OF CONING DATA WITH SYSTEM PARAMETERS

All PAM-D vehicles have experienced coning as is clear from the summary in
Table 1. Since there is considerable variability in the final cone angle and in the
final amplitude of the angular velocity perturbation, it is appropriate to attempt to
relate the source of these differences to variations in physical parameters. A simple
correlation based on dimensional analysis provides useful guidance.

It is assumed that the gas flow in the motor chamber and nozzle is the source of
the coning growth. If this is the case, then the disturbing moment, and therefore the
growth rate, should depend on several key parameters. A set including (1) the mass
flow rate m, (2) the lateral moment of inertia of the vehicle Iy (I, = l = I, for a
symmetric vehicle), and (3) the distance between the spacecraft mass center and the
motor, Lg is appropriate. The latter length would be selected almost automatically
as a key parameter since the magnitude of the torque produced by a disturbance
located in the rocket motor is proportional to the moment arm. However, the
internal radius of the combustion chamber R, is another likely candidate for a
scaling length, and since it is common to all vehicles in the PAM-D data set, it is
selected as the characteristic length.

Other lengths may also be involved. There is evidence, to be discussed later,
that the nozzle geometry could be important. The radius of the nozzle throat, R, is
used here to represent the nozzle. Nozzle length, expansion ratio, and submergence
distance are other parameters that could be involved, but are not displayed.

The mass flow rate governs the changes in angular momentum related to the
motor operation. The lateral moment of inertia represents the dynamic resistance
of the vehicle to the applied moment. Other parameters that might play a role are
the charactenstic velocity vy of the motor gas flow (defined at a convenient point

such as the burning surface) and the spin rate Q. Clearly, the initial amplitude of
the angular velocity perturbation as represented by w; might also be involved.
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A simple dimensional analysis utilizing m, R, and {; as the running variables
yields the following result. The (dimensional) growth rate o*, can be written as

{ 3 [ -
a5 o =mR2 /1) fle . 0/ R/Ry LR, | (3
\:_
\.~
\ where f is an undetermined function of the dimensionless groups ; /€2 . R/R,,
: ch/Ro and €. The latter parameter is the Rossby number. € = vi/R €2, based on
N the velocity of combustion gases, chamber size, and spin rate. Since, all flights in
- the PAM-D series and also the SGS-II vehicles should have similar values for f, it is
o expected that a* should be directly proportional to the group of running
" parameters in (2.2). That is
- i
.-:_ o~ m RO"/II 4
f:'I Figure 19 is a plot of this group against the average coning growth rate over the
o last seven seconds of motor operation as tabulated in Table 1. A data point for the
Y SGS-II second stage (which carried a second STAR-48 motor as a third stage) is
- included in the plot although that vehicle had a significantly different mass
L distribution. Data for the SGS-II third stage are not included, since this vehicle was
.- equipped with an active nutation control system that prevented nutation
o perturbations from growing beyond about 2 degrees per second.
[
The parameters used in evaluating equation (4) are the values corresponding to
e the system configuration at motor burnout as tabulated in Table 1. The correlation
j,'.:{ between (4) and the observed growth rate is striking; the correlation coefficient is
yol 0.95. This is a convincing indication that a mechanism for the instability based on a

direct involvement of the motor gas dynamics is appropriate. Attempts to correlate
other proposed instability models in a similar straightforward manner have not
been completely successful.

s
D
1‘:'"0 B

W
v r

o

Another analysis of the flight data by Meyer® shows also that the amplitude of

s tne apparent destabilizing latcral moment responsible for diiving the nutation is
® proportiondl to the transverse perturbation rate component (the projection of the
] . . . . -

N vehicle angular velocity vector on a plane perpendicular to the axis of symmetry).

Figure 20 shows this relationship as deduced by Meyer for the PAM-D vehicles
described in Table . Results are shown at different times during motor burn. The
data are strongly correlated. This is a clear indication tnat the driving mechanism
must be such that
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.08

= 8.95

1
.06

Theoretical Growth Factor, o<%* (Equation 2.3)

irowth Rate and Parameter o*
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Correlation Coefficient
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where K is a factor of proportionality dependent upon the vehicle and motor
parameters. That is, the disturbing moment is a linear function of the angular
disturbance it produces. This proportionality indicates that a closed-loop driving
mechanism is involved. This feature of the data eliminates a large number of
potential driving mechanisms as discussed in the next section.

2.7 SUMMARY OF KEY FEATURES FROM THE CONING DATA

It is useful to summarize several important general features of the data that
represent clues to the source of the instability. Perhaps of most significance is the
cessation of growth at motor taildown. This indicates that the source of coning
growth lies within the propulsion system itself as repeatedly emphasized :n this
report. Since the angular velocity disturbance moves relative to the vehicle (see
Figure 7), it can be shown (from the dynamical model presented in a later section)
that the disturbing torque cannot be related to anything fixed in the vehicle such as
nozzle or grain misalignments or nonuniform burning of the propellant. The
disturbing entity must orient itself freely within the system in response to feedback
from the spacecraft motions. This key observation severely limits the list of
candidate mechanisms.

One must obviously examine possible interactions with flexible elements of the
structure, sloshing of particulate materials accumulating within the rocket motor
during its operation, or with the combustion gas itself. The latter possibility had
received the least attention until the present program was initiated.

Features that appear in all PAM-D data are:

® Growth of the coning perturbation either ceases or abruptly
decreases at motor tailoff.

® The apparent torque causing the disturbance is proportional
to the magnitude of the lateral perturbation angular velocity
indicating a closed loop, self-excited oscillation.

® The pitch/yaw rate amplitude growth is accompanied by shifts
of frequency, which are strongly correlated with the instantaneous
growth rate.

® Yaw (y-axis) angular velocity perturbation always leads the Pitch
(x-axis) by very nearly 90° throughout motor burn.

® Yaw angular rate is approximately 10% larger than pitch at the end
the period of growth, but this appears to be related to instrumentation
(probably roll/yaw coupling).
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L :’_,".: ® Coning growth always occurs during the last part of the rocket motor
o burn with average growth rate rapidly becoming larger with time as
LR tailoff is approached.
AN
ﬁf;l- ® There is sometimes evidence of short periods of coning growth
YA (followed by rapid decay) before the main instability begins.
\ The potential importance of gas/vehicle interactions is strongly indicated by the
o jet damping phenomenon itself. It is of the greatest significance that the expected jet
"\. damping torques are of the same order of magnitude as the torques that drive the
oo coning. This is ample proof that gasdynamics interactions can produce torques of
L the correct size. Another similarity is that the jet damping moment is also
proportional to the vehicle angular rate perturbation. These observations
Ak strengthen the conclusion from the data correlation of subsection 2.6 wiat indicates
o the central importance of the rocket motor gas flow in the coning phenomenon.
; ?}J’. Section 4 of the report briefly outlines several mechanisms that have been proposed
o as potential causes of the PAM-D problem, and examines them critically in light of
A ' . . . « .
e the observations. It first necessary to establish the set of conditions that lead to the
s type of rotational dynamics described in the data set. This is done in next section.
:.‘.:y Jet damping is then subjected to careful scrutiny in Section 5.
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R 3.0 SPACECRAFT MOTION
A detailed dynamical model for the spacecraft/rocket motor system is required
ﬁ:-: in order to deduce the characteristics of the disturbing torque responsible for
b driving the nutation instability discussed in Section 2. Such a model is also useful
N for eliminating inappropriate mechanisms from the list of potential disturbing
S entities. Section 4 presents a review of the list of mechanisms that have been
& proposed to date, and will explain, on the basis of the dynamics described in this
A:"‘t section, why only a single class of disturbing moment can account for the PAM
L instability.
¥' L}
w If a sufficiently general dynamic model is to be constructed, it is necessary to
. account for both the steady and unsteady motions of gas particles within the rocket
' -'. motor and nozzle and their interaction with the rotational dynamics of the vehicle.
N Since much controversy surrounds the modeling of spacecraft/combusticn gas
\3 interactions, it is appropriate to provide detailed documentation o the dynamical
» analysis that couples the rotational mechanics of the spacecraft itself to the time-
AL dependent gas flow inside the motor chamber. The protocol needed for casting the
g1 problem in control volume form is emphasized. This is a crucial step, since it
jl provides the linkage between the vehicle motion and the internal gas flow in a
b2 readily evaluated form. Simp'e solutions of the spacecraft equations of angular
Y motion give insight into tie nature of the disturbing torques responsible for the
" nutation instability.
.’3 3.1 ROTATIONAL DYNAMICS OF ROCKET PROPELLED VEHICLES
4
) . The necessary dynamics will be derived from fundamental principles. All steps
By are shown in order to emphasize the origins of important interaction effects.
‘ Figure 21 defines the coordinate system. The system to be analyzed consists of all
= solid elements of the spacecraft, the gas contained within the motor combustion
y ‘Z:j chamber, and all gas particles that have been expelled from the system from the
& é moment of motor ignition. If the motion of this system of particles is described in
DL terms of an inertial reference coordinate system, the dynamical equations
'n' describing translation and rotation are
e dP
o F=3
l‘: (6)
" _ QL‘
A dt
& where F and M are the sum of all external forces and moments, respectively, acting
ey on the system, and P and H are the total linear and angular momenta of all mass
I. elements comprising the system. Since only the three rotational degrees of freedom
Ii g
)
4
J“'

.

-y -

R N P
R IO R SAOAEKY



- o
- 3
!‘ (d

Cx

B
2

e N .",.-;;-,‘
;"' "w—}?.{‘f_ -

R i W

SFU

-

.

Figure 21 - Coordinate System

) "““‘;“:ﬁ"l' B
2 ta Tt

)

“f

(AMORACPNT MRy } 11 VS0 3,8 Byt Bg¥ N g RS A A O O OO LTI
NI RET D) Iy .5 f Ry
RN ""»"""’-"'5":{ ¥ ey .-b- K > ) u"“hb‘:'h“’l !'t Ot L i



o o e NI

are of concern in the nutation instability problem, only the second of egiations (6)
requires attention. If vector R locates the reference point in the body (usually the
center of mass of the solid portion of the system) with respect to the inertial
reference frame, and r locates points within the system with respect to the body-
fixed axes (x (pitch), y (yaw), z (roll) coordinates), then the angular momentum is

H = J.(R+r)><vabsdm (7)
m

where v, is the absolute velocity (velocity with respect to the inerual reference
frame) of particle dm. Subscript "abs” refers to quantities described relative to the
inertial (XYZ) coordinate system ; subscript "rel” indicates quantities described
relative to the body-fixed (xyz) coordinates .

Since, by definition, the system mass is constant, the ime derivative of H acts

only on the integrand. Also, since the system is composed of elements (gas, solid,
and possibly liquid) with different densities it is convenient to replace the mass

element dm with its equivalent p dV in terms of the associated volume element.
Thus the equation of motion becomes

M = ﬂ[(R+r)xvabS]pdV~ (8)
vdt

Since the absolute velocity is, by definition,
Vaps= d/dt(R + 1), (¢)]

then the first term in the expansion of the integrand is zero (vgpg X Vape = 0). Thus

M=J.(R+r)xaabspdv (10)
v

a,), is the absolute acceleration of the particle located at position R + r. It is far
more convenient to employ noninertial body-fixed coordinates in describing the
motion. Therefore, the familiar transformation

Byhe= A+ Brep+ WXWOX T + 2WX Vpe+ OX T (1
must be invoked. As a convenience, one can locate the origin of the inertial

reference system at the instantaneous position of the center ot mass of the solid part
of the system (R = 0). Then the system dynamical equation can be written as
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Y M=J.(R+r)><arelpd\/ +Irx(a0+ cox(oxr+2u)xvrel+axr)pd\/. (12)
B \Y \Y

:-3 The term involving rxa, (where a, is the acceleration of the mass center) is
] . . . :
o displayed, although for cases of interest the nearly axial symmetry of the body with

~': the mass center located on this axis precludes any significant influence from this

B source. As the system consists of both fluid and solid components, it is a great
) advantage to shift now to the control volume point of view. A control volume
_‘h encompassing the solid part of the system as well as the gas particles contained
y within the motor is most useful. The mass flux through the nozzle exit plane must

o be allowed for. Using the Reynolds transport theorem, the time rate of change of
.'r the angular momentum relative to the moving coordinates can be written as

b7 (dH/d —J‘ X dv = aJ. xv _ pdV j XV (v - dS (13)
- ‘ Dier = J TX3 P ot FXV g PAV + JEXV (Ve M P )
- \% Y S

7

e where the partial time denvative notation is used in the standard fluid mechanics
fashion to distinguish between spatial and local time rates of change. For a steady
b flow, the first term on the right would vanish although angular momentum flux

j-_: through the control surface as represented by the second term: is not, in general,
s equal to zero. Thus, the general equation of angular motion in control volume
- formis

:: M = frx(ao + oxexr + oxr)pdV + J’rx(zcoxvrel)pdv +

N v Y

.° Jd (14)
> -n j(r xv . )pdV + Jr XV (Ve MPdS.

9 \' S

:;:; It is useful to treat the three terms involving relative motion within the control

.- volume as internally generated reaction torques. Thus we write

i p’

" J. rX (a,+ WXOX r+0xr)p dV = Mg, + M. (15)
. \%

N

'ty : . . o

f:‘ where M,,, is the moment from external interactions (due to drag, gravitational or

o electromagnetic body forces, etc.). M, is the internally generated torque
- represented by the inertial correction terms arising from relative motion of
elements such as sloshing liquids or the gas flow in a rocket motor. Jet damping is

:-_',’- an example of such an interaction. M;, is expressed in terms of the fluid motions
N inside the control volume as

L%

i
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g M, = - j F X (200X voe)p AV - 0/t _[(r X Vyepp dV - f(r X Vo VreM P dS.  (16)
\% \% S

;:' It is within the disturbing moment M;,,, that one must seek the source of the PAM-D
L nutation instability phenomenon, since M,,, is usually very small (if gravity
2 gradients, micrometeorite drag, and electric and magnetic field effects are
R negligible) .

5‘“ The next three subsections are devoted to further manipulation of this result for
A specific applications in the analysis of spinning rocket nutation instability. Simple
5:!: examples are first carried out to demonstrate the connection of the general
M formulatior to familiar special cases and to highlight the nature of some simplifying

assumptions used in previous analyses of the attitude dynamics of rotating vehicles

o with jet propulsion.

«

j,' 3.2 SPACECRAFT FREE FALL ATTITUDE DYNAMICS

0

: Equation (15) is first shown to properly reproduce the simplest type of
y spacecraft angular motion in which only externally generated torques are present.
s In general, M,,, consists of moments due to body forces (the gravity-gradient
- torque for example), and attitude control torques. It is often appropriate to assume
o that the vehicle behaves as a rigid body, and in this case there are no relative
> velocities within the control volume (vy; = 0). The angular motion is governed by
o (15) with the appropriate terms deleted. Assuming that the center of mass lies at the
o origin of the body-fixed coordinate system, we find

* My =J. r X (OXWXr + oxr)p dV, (17)
: \%

‘5) and the volume integrals yield the classical result:

N

\

X M, = I + oxI-0 (18)

8
{" where I is the inertia tensor

hy -

?j XX xy @ xz

Dot
s =T Ly Iy (19)
- 1 I I

‘ | FA zy ZZ‘

o
1 . . . oqe
- If the axes are also principal axes, then (18) in component form yields the familiar

w Euler differcntial equations of motion as expected.
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3.3 SPACECRAFT DYNAMICS WITH STEADY MOTOR GAS FLOW

Most previous analyses of the PAM-D nutation problem that have attempted to
account for the influence of combustion gas flow (cf Refs. 2-6) have invoked the
simplifying assumption that the internal gas flow is steady. The steady part of the
Coriolis term representing the interaction between the axial spin and the chamber
flow is also neglected in all analyses known to the writer. The gas motion is most
often represented by a very simple axial flow field of the form

Vrcl =U= -Uk. (:’-O)

Both tangential and radial components are disregarded. It is also usually the case in
spaceflight applications with spin stabilized vehicles that the externally applied
moments are negligible (M., = 0) so the governing equation becomes:

Jr X (@OXWXr + oXr)p dV =- |r X 20X ve)p dV 2n
v v
or

I a+oxd o= - rx(2Zoxv ) pdv
o
\Y
The inertia tensor now includes a contribution to the total mass distribution from

the instantaneous mass of combustion gas contained within the motor chamber and
nozzle.

22)

The convective term jr X Vel Vie'D P dS in M, is ignored since the simplified

flow model fails to accdunt for the axial vortex flow generated by the Coriolis
torque. This axial moment component is responsible, in part, for the increase in
axial angular velocity of the spacecraft during motor operation. The term on the
right of (22) is the jet damping torque to be evaluated in Section 5. Pottsepp™d
shows that this form for the steady flow interaction is equivalent to the more
complex form often exhibited in the literature(cf Ref’s. 2-6):
I o+ iI—-o)+(;o><l-a) = D+wa+iQ-
dt dt (23)

where Q represents the angular momentum of gas particles moving within the
control volume

Q-—-qurpdv 24
\Y

& A T is the jet damping moment given by
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:
;f; D= jrx(rxw)(u- n) pdS (25)
\ S
N The simpler form (Equation (22)) derived here is obviously more easily evaluated
23 and, as will be shown, more plainly indicates the physical origins of the jet damping
; interactions. These will be described in complete detail in Section 5.
o
o 3.4 EFFECTS OF UNSTEADY GAS FLOW ON VEHICLE DYNAMICS
4‘."
L:::: It is now obvious that many potentially important interactons have been
i;:" neglected in the standard analyses of spinning powered flight angular motion. For
.::: example, it is clearly not justified to ignore the time dependent gas motions when
- the motor chamber is undergoing lateral wobbling or nutation.
B
‘X In order to properly assess the effects of the combustion gas flow, we must
e represent the spacecraft motion with the full equation
n
g
;_ I +oxI® =My, =- Ir X (20X vepp dV -
o v (26)
b - 0/dt|rX vep dV- J‘r X Veel(Vre'M) p dS.
= v 5
54 It is important to recognize that the disturbing torques arise from relative motions
L within the system arising in response to the angular motions of the vehicle. A
-~ detailed analysis of the internal flow field will be required in order to explicitly
W determine these influences. Attention must be paid to both steady and unsteady
) parts of v For a complete representation, it is also necessary to account for the
o axial vortex component of the mean flow. Before this is undertaken, it is beneficial
., to examine general solutions of (26) to determine what forms of disturbing
e moments M, will best account for the motion observed in the experimental data
il If the part of the system that can be described as a rigid body is also axially
,;,. symmetric, then Equation 26 is equivalent to the set of scalar equations given by
f\ i
doy/dt = - Ao+ Myl 27 |

dw,/dt = M1,

W where the coordinates are as defined in Figure 21. 1, is the centroidal moment of |
% inertia about the spin axis; I1is the moment of inertia about the lateral axis through

B the center of mass. Ij =I,=1, for symmetrical vehicles.
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The assumption of syminewry as used in the derivation of Ecuations 27 is justified
tor the majority of the vehicles described in Section 2 (see Table 1). A is the "free-
precession” frequency.

Ay o= (=191 @, (28)

A, closely matches the oscillatory frequency observed in the flight rate gyroscope
data. Figure 5 shows a plot of this equation for the WESTAR V vehicle. The
variation of Ay with time reflects both the changes in the moments of inertia as
propellant mass flows from the system, and a slow increase in spin rate which is
related to the formation of an axial vortex in the combustion chamber. The net
result is a slow decrease in A, during motor operation.

3.5 SOLUTIONS FOR SIMPLE DIiSTURBING MOMENTS

Although the exact nature of the disturbing moment function remains to be
determined. it is instructive to deduce appropriate simple imodels inspired by the
experimental data. Numerical integration of the Euler equations (with due
attention to the variation with time of parameters such as the moments of inertia and
the important gas dynamic perturbation moments) is emploved in later sections to
produce detailed simulations of the system behavior.

Much guidance in the interpretation of the more precise simulations comes from
study of simple closed form solutions. Straightforward calculations are facilitated
by assuming constant spacecraft parameters. That is, the slow changes in mass,
moments of inertia, and moment arms can be neglected, since they occur on a time
scale that 1s fong compared to the period of the angular velocity oscillations. The
magnitude of the axial angular velocity is also assumed constant for similar reasons.

Introducing dimensionless variables based on scaling parameters that will be used
throughout the report, Euler's equations become

dwdi = A, + 0 M,
doy/dt = - A m+ 3 M, (29)
dw,/dt = & M(Iy/1)

whare the perturbation angular velocity vector @=(w,i+0j+0,k), is made dim-
castondess by dividing by the spacecratt spin rate £2. Time is nondimensionalized by
muftinlying by the same parameter. 3 is the moment scaling parameter given by
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& = M/11Q% = p R4 vy/[1Q (30)

where M, = (p,R,*v,€2) is proportional to the (dimensional) magnitude of the
applied moment. p, is the gas density, R, is the chamber radius, and vy, is the gas
velocity at the burning surface. The last three quantities are the primary scaling
parameters for the rocket chamber flow field. Their presence here results from the

need to use a common set of variables in dealing with the combined motions of the
spacecraft and the gas flow.

Since & is a very small number (of the order of 2-104), it is clear that the

effects of interaction moments related to the flow field can be treated as small
perturbations. To the first approximation, the vehicle motion should be that of a
freely spinning rigid body. The governing equations are found by applying the
limit process & — 0. This suggests the application of simple perturbation methods
in solving the problem to take advantage of the smallness of the disturbing torques.
This is not a necessary step, but it clarifies and simplifies much of the analysis to be
undertaken later. Define the perturbation series

© = 0© +5 00 +0G2), 31

and use it to expand Equations 29. To zeroth order in J, the system is governed by

dw, (©)/dt = ).S(oy(o)
doy(0)/dt = - Awy(©) (32)
dw,(/dt = 0.

Since ®,(°9)=Q is constant as indicated by the third equation, then Ay=(1-1y1;)
is the dimensionless free-precession frequency characterizing the motion. The two
lateral equations are easily solved with the result

@©) = (@, i +0y(0f) = @i +ij)expi(Agt+0) (33)

where ®,, is an arbitrary reference amplitude and ¢ is the phase angle. A, ®,, and
¢ are slowly varying functions of time reflecting the fact that the perturbing forces
are very small and the variation in parameters such as moments of inertia take place
quite slowly compared to the period of oscillation A,. Equation 33 describes the

lateral component of the angular velocity perturbation. It can be seen that the
solution represents either a retrograde or posigrade precession depending on the

sign of A;. For prolate vehicles such as a PAM-D spacecraft, I, is smaller than I,
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»
' ':\ and the angular velocity perturbation rotates relative to the vehicle in the
- retrograde direction. That is, to an observer rotating with the spacecraft, the
"" projection of ® on the x-y plane rotates in the opposite direction to the spin at the
" angular rate Ag. This is precisely the motion described in Section 2 over a
- sufficiently short period of time. Figure 22(a) shows the trajectory of ®,,= @(©)
2 on the x-y plane for the prolate case. The arbitrary phase angle ¢ is set to zero for
~ convenience.
L > )
) It is also necessary to determine what effects can cause the amplitude w, to grow
- in the manner observed. Thus one must investigate the influence of perturbing
o moments. Itis convenient to introduce complex notation such that:
K
- W= Wy i
N > (34)
b M=M,-i My
R
2 . . , .
N This results in the compact form of Euler's equation
o
'y
e dw/dt -iAm = dM. (35)
o As shown in Section 2, there is experimental evidence indicating that the disturbing
e moment is proportional to the magnitude of the angular velocity perturbation.
- Thus on this basis it is useful to consider perturbing moments of the form
I
- M = Ao (306)
K-, . ST .
where A is a complex factor of proportionality to indicate that M and might be out
"oy of phase with w . That is, vectors M and ® maF' not be parallel. For this simple
o case, motivated by the experimental data, the forced solution 1s
']
% A+ il
o - o e N &1
| ¥
o Note that if A is zero, the simple free precession solution shown in vector form in
"'-: Equation (33) is recovered. If A is complex as suggested above, then the solution
,f;; can be written as
= (At i(A + At
3 ] _ b
; 3._‘ w = (ooe € (38)
"1
3

!

P4
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. (c) NUTATION INSTABILITY
Figure 22. Plots of Simple Solutions Spinning Rocket Equations of Motion
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Now the amplitude grows or decays if the real part A, is positive or negative,
respectively. There is also a related frequency correction caused by the imaginary

part, A;. It will be demonstrated that the jet damping moment behaves in precisely
this fashion. The corresponding A, is always negative for the jet damping
interaction. Evaluation of the unsteady flow counterparts of the jet damping, to be
carried out in later sections of the report, will show that they are also proportional
to the angular velocity perturbation. An important task will be to determine the
conditions that lead to a net positive value for the growth rate A,. Figures 22‘b)
and 22(c) show the effects of negative or positive values of A, on the motion. If
Figure 22(c) is compared to the experimental data (WESTAR V) as plotted in
Figure 7, it is evident that the simple model closely simulates the observed
disturbance.

Two very important features of the interaction of motor gas flow with spinning
spacecraft dynamics have been uncovered in the above analysis. They are:

@ There exist potentially important disturbing moments caused by
the unstecady motions of the combustion gases. These are related to,
but not contained within, the classical jet damping analysis.

@ A simple disturbing moment vector that is proportional to the
angular velocity perturbation vector generates motion identical
to the nutation behavior observed in flight.

More general representations for the disturbing moment can be readily formulated,
but the simple relationship shown in Equation 36 reproduces all attributes of the
nutation instability. Thus one is led to examine potential disturbing mechanisms
that interact with the vehicle motion as a linear proportionality between the torque
amplitude and the angular velocity perturbation. This drastically narrows the array
of possible disturbing influences.
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h 4.0 PROPOSED NUTATION INSTABILITY MECHANISMS

f;' This section reviews some of the mechanisms that have been proposed as the
» origin of the coning disturbance observed in the PAM-D space missions. Many
- proposals are not described in detail because they obviously do not fit the
o requirements posed by the data set. Emphasis is placed on mechanisms that satisfy

‘ criteria summarized at the end of the previous section. The effect of sloshing

liquids carried in the spacecraft is not discussed herein for the reason that only a

o few of the vehicles in question carried such materials. The liquid sloshing effects

',”j: ) clearly affect the motions both during and after motor operation as detailed in
numerous papers®-17. A recent note by S. Ono of the National Space Development
Agency of Japan is an excellent example of this type of analysis!8.

:; 4.1 DISTURBING TORQUES FIXED WITHIN THE SPACECRAFT
k)
b The most commonly suggested coning mechanism is that represented by
- misalignment of the motor thrust vector. Such malalignment would result from a
- variety of sources such as a warped nozzle exit, nonuniform erosion of the nozzle
throat, mechanical misalignment of the motor thrust vector relative to the vehicle
- principle axes of symmetry, or distortion of the propellant grain or the motor case.
o It has also been frequently suggested that nonuniform combustion of the propellant
: charge would result in a thrust misalignment and consequent generation of a lateral
v moment which would grow with time during motor operation.
»
= None of these mechanisms can generate the type of disturbance represented by
o the rate gyroscope measurements described in Section 2. The review of the spinning
& spacecraft flight dynamics (see Section 3) makes it evident that only a disturbance
torque that can move within a body-fixed coordinate frame attached to the vehicle is
e capable of generating the observed motion. An important feature of the torque is
K~ that it must move relative to this frame in the retrograde sense with respect to
" vehicle spin (for a prolate spacecraft mass distribution). Thus, although it is
N possible to hypothesize body-fixed moments (such as torques caused by thrust
misalignment, nozzle distortion, nonuniform regression of the propellant surface
Q- and so on) that grow in time during motor operation, it is not possible to fit the
p crucial requirement just reviewed with such models. Consequently, no further
o consideration of body-fixed disturbances is necessary in this report. All further
-‘\‘. discussion centers on disturbances free to move relative to the spacecraft.
; 4.2 EFFECT OF FLEXIBLE SPACECRAFT COMPONENTS
04 One of the best known destabilizing mechanisms in spinning space vehicles is the
b dissipation of mechanical energy or influence of periodic flexing of structural

elements!®. There have been many cases of unexpected instabilities of this type.
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b For example, the tumbling of the Explorer I mentioned earlier that was caused by
;;;:: the energy dissipation in its whip antennas. Explorer XX underwent rapid spin
A decay as a result of Solar torque on a thermally deformed structure. The ATS 5,
N which was equipped with an active nutation damper during orbital injection,
Dt became unstable as a result of energy dissipation in a heat pipe. Early study was
) made of similar possibilities in the PAM-D series. It is important to understand tnat
4 ..:5 there was great variability in the spacecraft configuration in these vehicles. While
b it is possible that flexing structural members, loose deployables, or thermally
N induced distortion could play some role, it is clear that the basic source of nutation
.\ 3 driving could not be associated with this class of disturbance since there was such a
'_:'.;; large variation in geometry.
re, .
- One of the earliest valid coning mechanisms to be proposed was based on the
o possibility that the flexing of the nozzle exit cone could be the source of unstable
[ behavior. Clearly, any element of the vehicle that is capable of relative motion
o must be considered. Other similar effects were investigated including elastic
j'.‘ deformation of the motor case and nozzle support. The proposal was made that the
ot nozzle flexibility increases with time during motor operation due to heat transfer
and changes of material properties in critical nozzle components.
f ﬁ A comprehensive program was undertaken to test the compliant nozzle
108 hypothesis in laboratory analysis of the nozzle materials, in static motor firings on a
;j rotating test stand at AEDC (Tullahoma, Tennessee), and in actual flight with a
8

modified nozzle. Since the findings of this study are available only in McDonnell
. Douglas and Aerospace Corporation internal reports, no attempt is made here to
g0 give details. The single flight test of the stiffened exit cone (WESTAR V) showed

v that this mechanism is not alone capable of generating the coning instability. The
Ao WESTAR V data is described in detail in previous sections. It is interesting to note
o that it was possible to generate convincing computer simulations of coning growth
) based on the flexible nozzle hypothesis by proper choice of input parameters and
o assumed changes in mechanical properties of the nozzle structure. Thus the flexible
:.“:: nozzle represented a very plausible theoretical mechanism that could be made to
::::.', match the observations.
WY
K It is possible that nozzle flexibility is one variable that might affect the coning
Vo growth. However, in comparing WESTAR V to WESTAR 1V, a very similar
:_W" vehicle without the stiffened nozzle, it is seen that the latter flight had a lower finzl
:g cone angle (but an apparently slightly higher average growth rate). Thus it is
R concluded that nozzle flexibility cannot, of itself, represent the source of the
iiih nutation instability.
’;h' .
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4.3 LIQUID SLOSHING MECHANISMS |

Sloshing of liquid stores is another well-known destabilizing mechanism. It is
undoubtedly a factor in some of the PAM-D observations. In some flights, coning
growth continued after motor burnout at a lower rate of increase. The cone angle
at the end of burn was always larger in these missions than that experienced in
vehicles not exhibiting the post-burn growth. The latter spacecraft did not carry
liquids. Thus it appears to be unecessary to consider liquid sloshing as a primary
mechanism in the nutation instability problem.

Recent studies of wobbling instabilities observed in spinning liquid-filled
projectiles should also be mentioned20-28. An excellent example of the type of
analysis required to deal with interactions between the projectile motion and the
time-dependent motion of the contained viscous fluid is that given by Vaughn,
Oberkampf, , and Wolfe28. They demonstrate the central importance of classical
spinning fluid effects such as the inertial wave phenomenon. The problem dealt
with in References 20-28 is similar in some respects to the PAM-D instability. A
major difference is that viscous forces plays a key role in the former, while in the
PAM-D case, the response of the gas motions to the vehicle wobbling must be
dominated by convective effects because of the massive throughflow of combustion
gases. Nevertheless, the projectile instability observations provide valuable
guidance in seeking the source of the PAM nutation phenomenon.

Another proposed sloshing mechanism that has received very detailed con-
sideration is one based on the notion that aluminum oxide slag produced in the
combustion of the solid propellant is entrapped within the motor chamber due to a
combination of the spin, axial acceleration, highly submerged nozzle, and the
tendency of the heavy oxide particles in the two-phase chamber flow to lag the
motion of the gaseous component. Again, a comprehensive experimental and
analytical study was undertaken to assess this proposal. An elaborate test fixture
was used at McDonnell Douglas to simulate the motion of slag trapped within a
cavity shape like that formed aft of the nozzle entrance in the actual motor chamber.
It was assumed that slag accumulates during motor operation in liquid form. The
details have not been published, but it is the understanding of the writer that it was
not possible to establish the validity of the slag mechanism on the basis of the
experiments.

The theoretical studies?? apparently indicated that slag sloshing could cause
coning, but that the amount of slag required was significantly greater than could be
expected to accumulate in flight. The amount of aluminum oxide material required
depends critically on assumptions related to the configuration and location of the
supposed liquid pool of slag. A more acceptable model might result if slag effects
were to be incorporated in the form of two-phase flow in combination with the
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primary gas flow. That is, it seems more likely that particle motion of slag trapped
in recirculation zones would be dominated by the local gas convection as a two-
phase gas/particle mixture. The current status of the slag model is not known to the
writer.

4.4 INTERACTIONS INVOLVING MOTOR COMBUSTION GASES

On the basis of careful consideration of the spacecraft observations, it has been
apparent to some investigators that the flow of gases through the combustion
chamber and the nozzle might represent a significant influence on nutation of ‘he
vehicle. The earliest suggestions of this tyye known to the author were described in
an internal NASA document by Bolster>0 with an attachment written by J. F.
McGarvey. McGarvey anticipated, conceptually, some of what has come forth in
detailed form in the present study. His suggestions were based on the possibility of
unsymmetrical internal flows related to the recirculation regions at the aft end of
the rocket motor.

The work described in the body of this document has focused on the influence of
the time-dependent part of the chamber gas motion on the vehicle/gas interactions.
This effort has evolved into a comprehensive model that forms the basis of the
entire report and will be elaborated in detail in the following sections. An off-shoot
of the general philosophy adopted early in the program can be seen in recent work
by Meyer’-31. His approach is similar in certain respects to that described herein.
Meyer's analysis is carried out in a ballistic coordinate system that moves relative to
the body in the retrograde direction with the free-precession angular velocity. This
is done in order to simplify the modeling of the gas flow. Unfortunately, the flow
field is assumed to be steady from the outset. Crucially important effects are thus
automatically dropped from consideration. In particular, the well-established
inertial wave phenomenon is thereby eliminated; it will be shown later that such
waves must be included in arriving at a complete description of the time-dependent
gas motion in the combustion chamber. Also it appears that potentially important
effects related to convection of angular momentum by the mean flow are not
accounted for. In order to achieve agreement with observed data, Meyer found it
necessary to invoke phase shifts caused by unsymmetrical flow through the
rozzle3l, These calculations are based on the paper by Walter32; unfortunately. at
.ast on the basis of simple extrapolation of Walter's results, the results are not
¢ asistent with observations. For example, the effects of variation in nozzle length
are not in agreement either in magnitude or direction with PAM-D spacecraft
aatation data. It is important to emphasize that Walter's analysis is only valid for
scady gas flows. Consideration of the entire time-dependent flow field, including
that in the nozzle, is required if the combustion gas flow interactions are to be
neopeily evaluated. Thuas nozzle effects are of potential importance, but the
recessary detailed theory has not yet been worked out.
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> 4.5 PRELIMINARY EVALUATION OF PROPOSED MECHANISMS

. The removal of all potential nutation instability mechanisms related to forces or
i moments fixed within the vehicle greatly reduces the list of possiblities. Again,
‘ such mechanisms are inconsistent with the experimental data. As shown above,
X there remain just three possible mechanisms. These are: (1) Internal flexing of

spacecraft structural elements such as the nozzle exit cone, (2) Sloshing of liquid
stores or slag particles trapped in the combustion chamber, and (3) Interaction
between the combustion flow field and the vehicle motion. The first item has been
effectively eliminated from the list by experiment; a stiffened nozzle had no
important influence on the nutation instability. Furthermore, the large variability
in PAM-D spacecraft structure seems to eliminate the effects of loose deployables
or other structural energy dissipation from the list. Thus at the present time only
two mechanisms remain in the list of possibilites. Further work is apparently in
> progress on slag effects, but its status is unknown at the time of writing.

- s

>
e Yo

There are excellent physical arguments (see Section 3 for examples) indicating
. that the vehicle interacts with the combustion gas flow to generate the coning
instability. Of the many mechanisms proposed, this cne has met with the most
resistance from the community of investigators. A major reason for the hesitance
to accept the gas dynamics mechanism is that such effects have not been observed in
a myriad of previous spaceflight operations. It will be important to examine the
results presented later to discover what features of the PAM-D vehicles depart so
radically from previous experience that a new phenomenon has appeared. It wil! be
demonstrated that the main differences are related to the relative size of the
y propulsion system combustion chamber and its placement relative to the vehicle
mass distribution. Another factor will be shown to be the nearly spherical or even
oblate combustion chamber shape.

A The remainder of this report is devoted to a careful investigation of the
interactions between the motor gas flow and nutational instability. In order to

: establish the details of this interaction, it is necessary to construct a comprehensive
mathematical model that can be backed by appropriate experiments. The bulk of the
y report deals with the extensive analytical treatment required. The laboratory cold

flow experiments that guided the analysis are also described.

¢ It has not been possible up to the present time to verify any of the proposed
ot models by means of static test firings of full-scale spin motors. The principal
difficulty in such testing is the necessity to mount the rocket motor on a fixed spin
axis. Fixed axis rotation does not bring about combustion gas flow interactions
related to vehicle wobbling. The prohibitive cost of conducting research on full-
size system in actual space flight forces heavy reliance on theory and appropriate
laboratory simulations as described in what follows.
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0 The present program was carried out with the above considerations as the
o guiding philosophy. In order that such an effort be successful, it is necessary that
R great care be taken not to exclude at the outset any phenomenon that could
. conceivably be involved. In particular, in treating the unsteady gas flow within a
W wobbling combustion chamber it is necessary to account in a realistic way for the
" following: (1) time-dependent motions in a spinning contained gas with strong
.:; convection and a choked nozzle, (2) combustion at the walls of the container, (3) 2
M strong axial vortex flow induced by the motor spin, and (4) a highly submerged
nozzle entrance. These requirements lead to a quite difficult problem in gas dyna-

% mics containing elements that have not been studied previously.

2

! The simplest possible representations of the fluid dynamics effects that are
) consistent with the nutation problem are used herein to provide a clear physical
understanding of a myriad of interactions. Each simplifying assumption is justified
1 in detail as it is introduced. Reliance on numerical solutions is minimized in order
! to retain the greatest possible degree of physical touch with the problem.
A Nevertheless, extensive development of computational techniques was undertaken
4: in order to build the necessary foundations for later work. Also, efficient
s computational algorithms were essential in evaluating the analytical models and
" were employed in application of the theoretical results to actual spacecraft

configurations. Later models that address the complex motor flow field geometry
i in a more complete way will undoubtedly require greater reliance on computational
) fluid dynamics in producing fully quantitative calculations appropriate for use in a
s predictive mode.
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3‘ 5.0 INTERACTION OF VEHICLE MOTION WITH GAS FLOW

) In seeking an understanding of the influence of the motor gasdynamics on the
.'t' PAM-D nutation instability problem, it is useful to undertake a review of classical
3' jet damping theory. This is an appropriate exercise, because the jet damping
2.0 moments are of the same order of magnitude as the disturbing moments that
R generate the observed coning instability. This is significant for two reasons: (1) It
" establishes the fact that internal ballistics effects are capable of generating torques
-{;’ ’ of the correct amplitude and (2) It indicates the magnitude of the primary damping
W effect that must be overcome by the destabilizing entity. It is also clear from the
4}: discussions in previous sections that there is considerable evidence linking the
* motor gas flow to the coning effects. For example, coning growth abruptly ceases

at the end of the rocket motor burn.

v,

-';' A general analysis of the interaction between vehicle motion and the combustion
:: gas flow is discussed first. It will become evident as the origins of jet damping are
0 reviewed that several potentially important vehicle/gas flow interactions have not
= been properly accounted for in previous analyses. It will be demonstrated that
oy application of simplified jet damping models generally indicates a somewhat larger
) damping than is actually present.
K 5.1 FORMULATION

th

. In determining the coupling between the flow of combustion gases in the rocket
it motor and the motions of the vehicle, it is convenient to employ the control volume
DX illustrated in Figure 21. The coordinate system is fixed at the center of mass of the
o composite system and rotates with the spacecraft. The solid parts are assumed to
::: constitute a rigid body. The analysis of Section (3) yields the necessary

mathematical model as represented by Equation (16). Since only internally

i generated torques will be of interest in the remainder of the report, it is not
o necessary to cairy the subscript "int" used previously. Thus M = M,;,,. Also, since
i only relative gas motions are of interest, it is unecessary to distinguish them by use
W of the subscript "rel”. Therefore, we define u = v as the relative gas velocity
{'. vector and (16) becomes

E{: M=-|r XxQwXxr)pdV- a/at J.(r X u)p dV - EJV(r X uwu-n pdS, 39)
:u" \Y
Py -

A where r locates any point in the chamber relative to the system center of mass.
T Lengths are made dimensionless with respect to a representative chamber radius,
N R,, velocities by dividing by the gas speed at the burning surface, vy, and angular
;:. ’ velocity and time by multiplying and dividing, respectively, by the spin angular
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velocity Q. € is the Rossby number, a similarity parameter that arises in a natural

W way, defined by v

b
€ = Rossby Number = ) (40)
' R Q
b
! which expresses the relative importance of flow convection and angular motion
W related to the spin of the chamber. u is the velocity of the gas particles relative to

the mass center, p is the §as density, o is the angular acceleration, and ® is the
angular velocity vector. dS and dV “are surface and volume elements respectively,

;} and n is an outward pointing unit normal. It is useful to separate the mean and
, fluctuating parts of the gas velocity and system angular velocity such that
u=U+u
(41)

5 0=Q+

« U represents the mean flow velocity vector and 2 is the steady part of the vehicle
Ly angular velocity vector. u' and ®' are the unsteady velocity and angular velocity
) perturbations. “Both of these quantities can be assumed small compared to the
e corresponding steady velocities. Products of time-dependent quantities are thus of
18 second order and will be neglected. Examination of the experimental data described
. in Section 2 provides justification for this assumption; it is apparent that the angu-
:: lar velocity perturbations represented by the nutation instability at its largest

“
(S

amplitude are typically less than ten percent of the vehicle spin rate.

, Inserting Equations (41) into the angular momentum balance (39) yields the
& expansions summarized in Table 3. It is convenient to group the terms as shown.
Group 1 represents a steady torque responsible for generation of secondary flows
within the chamber. For example, the important axial vortex flow that is
superposed on the combustion gas flow is created by the combination of the Coriolis

volume integral and the radial and axial convection of angular momentum in the
. surface integral.

e

oA

[

The Group 2 terms represent interaction of the time-dependent motions of the
vehicle with the steady part of the chamber flow. The volume integral containing
the Coriolis acceleration 2 @' X U is the source of the classical jet damping effect
that will be described in detail presently. It will be demonstrated that the jet
damping moment vector exhibits the same order of magnitude (but opposite sense)
as the apparent disturbing moment that drives the nutation instability. This is

treated in what follows as a major clue in the search for the root of the PAM-D
1 instability.
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Table 3. Moment on Spacecraft due to Interaction with Internal Flow Field

M= -Irx(20Xr)pdV- % (rxu)pdV-eJ (rxXu)un pdS

A" \Y
Expanded Form:
r
£ er)U-npdS+}X(2QxU)pdV Group1
v Steady Flow Effects
+]2rx(®' x U)pdV Group 2
Y Jet Damping Moment
M = - < , a
+ 2rx(qu')pdV+—-’2rXu')pdV Groug 3
v otJ Unsteady Flow Effects
+ ejrxU)unpdS+ el(rxu)UnpdS Group 4
g Unsteady Convection
of Angular Momentum
+ Terms of Higher Order ( O(u?2, w2, u' ®) ) Group 5
Nonlinear Interactions
.

Notes: U is the mean flow (steady) velocity vector including an axial vortex
component. £2 is the primary spin angular velocity vector along the motor axis.

u' is the time-dependent velocity fluctuation in the gas flow due to nutational motion
of the combustion chamber. @' is the nutation angular velocity perturbation.

r locates the position of any particle in the combustion chamber or nozzle relative
to the vehicle center of mass. n is an outward pointing unit vector that is
perpendicular to the surface of the control volume. The control volume is bounded
by a surface surrounding the entire spacecraft and rocket motor. Gases leave the

system through the part of the boundary across the nozzle exit. € is the Rossby

number indicating the relative importance of internal convection as compared to
motion due to the primary spin.
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'::'. Groups 3 and 4 describe interactions of the unsteady part of the chamber gas
Y flow with the steady mean flow and the principal vehicle spin. Unsteady flow of
;3: the combustion gases is forced by the motion of the chamber walls, represented in
the body-fixed coordinates by the inertial corrections. First order reaction
,;s moments are represented by the Coriolis and acceleration terms in the volume
W integral and by the convective effects in the surface integrals. Terms of great
e potential importance are the surface integrals describing convection of angular
s momentum disturbances from the system through the nozzle exit with the mean gas
:-'- stream. Before detailing the reasons for this importance, it is useful to carry out a
e detailed review of the classical jet damping effect of Group 2. A reliable jet
e damping evaluation will be required in later simulations of the vehicle response to
:‘:; the internal torques.

Bl

i Group 5 terms are not shown in expanded form. These represent nonlinear
' interactions of the order of the square of the amplitude of the small parameters u'
Wl and ®'. It is therefore appropriate to neglect them in comparison to the linear
:‘: terms.

M

.;J 5.2 JET DAMPING

' A detailed presentation of jet damping concepts is given in the classical text on
- rocket flight mechanics by Rosser, Newton, and Gross 32. Careful reading of this
B material makes it clear that there were questions at that time (the late 1940's),
X regarding discrepancies between observed and calculated jet damping as
W experienced in testing of small tactical solid rockets. Some very clever

. experimental procedures were suggested (Ref. 32, p. 23) as a means for clarifying
% the difticulties, but apparently were never carried out. The questions were not
& resolved, and the traditional results are still in widespread use. The classical

approach is also re* iewed in the well-known text by Thomson2 and by Davis, et
§ al33, and by Kolk34. Thomson and Reiter3 applied the results to spinning rocket

flight data from the Explorer series of space flights. A method presented by Rott
0 and Pottsepp? has been used extensively in jet damping calculations and has been
used by McDonnell Douglas in analysis of PAM-D coning3-7.

h All of the referenced analyses are based on the notion of a "quasi-steady” flow
e field. It is also traditional to make the ". . . apparently radical simplifying
L assumption . . ." (Ref. 4) that the gas flow is_everywhere parallel to the axis of
u{j symmetry. It will be demonstrated that the latter approximation may lead to

significant error when applied in low fineness ratio (low L/D) motors, such as the
STAR series rockets. That is, neglect of the effects of radial velocity components
may not be justifed in the more nearly spherical or oblate combustion chamber
shapes used in modern solid propellant space motors. However, the most important
1 errors affecting the PAM-D investigation result from application of the quasi-
steady approximation. It was a major goal of this study to determine if the unsteady
terms can, under certain conditions, dominate the flow/vehicle interactions in such
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a way that the jet damping is overwhelmed and nutation instability results.

¢ 1
L

o3

o

e The jet damping moment is represented by the Coriolis volume integral from
‘f- the Group 2 interactions:

\,::

‘;:;Z M= -J-2r x(@'x U)p dV 42)
D%

. v

It is useful to examine evaluations of (42) for simple models of a solid rocket
combustion chamber. Figure 23 shows the simplified motor geometry assumed for
all of the estimates made in this report. A cylindrical chamber shape is used to
simplify the time-dependent calculations to be carried out in Section 6. The size and
shape of the cylinder will be varied throughout the motor run in the simulation
calculations to match the actual motor combustion chamber geometry volume and

rak =
-l } B
RN &

v

. fineness ratio, b (length to diameter ratio). A more realistic boundary shape would
e greatly complicate the task of carrying out analytical solutions. There is a strong
o motivation to produce analytical models, since they display important relationships
j between variables in a way that cannot be accomplished by strictly numerical
o solutions. The overwhelming need to generate a clear physical understanding of all
9 the gas flow interactions need not be argued.
-
e Assuming combustion occurs at both the sidewalls and the forward wall of the
\ o cylindrical chamber, it is reasonable to assume that the mass flow rate increases
.

linearly along the combustion chamber. With this type of axisymmetric velocity
vanation, the jet damping moment becomes

™ .
-“- M; =-m(Le- 2b/3)(L, +2bjw' = Ko’ (43)
O
R4
: where L, 1s the position of the nozzle exit with respect to the spacecraft center of
9 mass, L, is the length of the nozzle, and 2b is the length of the combustion chamber
" as defined in Figure 23. All lengths are referenced to the chamber radius R, as
:::' indicated earlier. m is the magnitude of the motor mass flow rate, a positive
:::. quantity. Kj will be referred to as the jet damping factor indicating the
:;::', proportionality of Mj to the angular velocity perturbation ®'. For the simple one-
“’ dimensional flow model assumed, one finds
S |
'ﬁ: Ky =-m(Lg - 2b/3)(Ly, + 2b), (44)
..*u .
X :Zj ' a negative real number. Compare this to the classical value Kj = - m(LCgZ) used by
many investigators2. Notice that the jet damping moment applied to the vehicle is
* opposite in sense to the perturbation angular velocity vector, thus it acts always to
.,r': damp the nutation oscillations as shown by Equation 38 in Section 3. This equation
j,: also indicates that oy = 0K is the inverse of the (dimensionless) "time constant” or
e
%
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what we will refer to as the "growth rate” of the nutational motion. & is the
; dimensionless moment scaling factor defined in Equation 30. The importance of

the spacecraft and motor geometry are clearly displayed in Equation 44. Since the
3 center of mass moves forward during motor operation, and the chamber length
increases due to regression of the burning propellant surface, then the jet damping
? moment factor, Kj tends to increase with time during motor operation. Figure 24
A

-
-’

shows the K; factor based on Equation 44 plotted as a function of time (for
) WESTAR V spacecraft configuration). The classical result and a computation for a
o best-fit spheroidal chamber instead of the cylindrical geometry used in the
derivation of Equation 44 are shown for comparison.

Figure 10 (lower graph) shows a plot of the vehicle motion assuming this is the
only interaction moment present. A numerical integration (fourth-order Runge-
. Kutta) of the equations of motion (Equations 22) was utilized to properly account
- for variations in vehicle mass properties, spin rate, and motor geometry. This
approach will also be employed in subsequent calculations as other interactions are
evaluated in order to display their influence over the entire period of motor
operation. Figure 25 shows the decay rate, o, of the lateral angular velocity as a

A function of time assuming WESTAR V configuration and the axisymmetric jet
damping effect. The residual perturbation angular velocity at motor ignition was
taken to be approximately 1 degree/second as determined from flight rate gyro-

P
» -

Lol let 5,

scope data. Comparison of this plot to the actual flight data (rate gyro telemetry)
shown in Figure 15 indicates that the jet damping effect alone does not match the
actual motor behavior at any time during the burn. This is of special significance at
the start of the motor run because it indicates that the disturbing entity was present
-1 right from the beginning. Thus it is necessary to examine other gas/spacecraft
@ reaction moments that have not been accounted for in jet damping theory. Also,
Yy this comparison leads to some concerns as to the amount ~f damping predicted by
) the simple theory. It will be shown in the next paragraphs that a small reduction in
r the damping results if the one-dimensional flow assumption is relaxed.
A
Z':: It is important to determine the validity of the flowfield assumptions used in
;_ evaluation of the jet damping function. If an axisymmetric flow field model is
i' employed that more adequately represents the mean flow in a motor like the STAR
R . 48, one finds that modifications result. Motors with a low fineness ratio b are
h characterized by large radial mean flow velocity components. A submerged nozzle
b with an entrance placed close to the center of the chamber also contributes to the
. generation of strong radial components. A more representative mean flow field
5 will be developed in Section 6. Figure 26 shows the streamline pattern to be used.
r, An important feature of a realistic assessment of the mean flow in a spinning
rocket is the presence of a strong axial vortex core stretching from the forward end
! of the chamber and through the nozzle. This circumferential flow component has
fg been neglected in other studies of spinning rockets . The only attempts to examine
#
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the flow effects in spinning solid propellant motors have, apparently, been made by
ONERA in France. Motion pictures taken through transparent head ends in
spinning rocket firings clearly show the presence of the strong vortex core. A

;‘;;: nearly potential vortex flow results from the vortex stretching produced by the
o gases as they accelerate through the nozzle and by the mass transpiration from the
i burning propellant surfaces. There are many implications of this phenomenon in
o terms of effects on nozzle flow and resulting chamber pressure and burning rate
O response, but these will not be pursued here. Of considerable interest, however, is
A the possibility that the axial vortex flow generated in the gases due to the chamber
;ug' spin might affect the jet damping. This will be explored in Section 6. Figure 26
R illustrates the streamline pattern assumed for the evaluations to be carried out later.
e The details of the analysis will be presented in Section 6. The effect of a more
i realistic flow pattern is to slightly reduce the jet damping. The lower curve in
0 Figure 24 is representative of the jet damping moment for this type of flow model.
,:;::, It is significant that the damping becomes progressively larger during motor
1 operation, and that at the end of the motor burn, the damping is approximately 30%
*,::' A less than predicted by the classical jet damping equation.
RO
o The modified jet damping model based on the axisymmetric flow of Figure 26
‘:;7.:: was tested by applying it in the SGS II second stage motion simulation. Figure 27
;.;::. shows the predicted spacecraft yaw angular velocity as a function of time over the
éjo::, entire motor burn. The damping corresponds to the lower curve of Figure 24.
et Comparison of the predicted motion to the actual spacecraft rate gyroscope data
. illustrated in Figure 17 indicates very close agreement over the first half of the
burn during which coning perturbations have not yet become significant. This
’;’J appears to validate the jet damping model. Thus, it will be used as the basis for all
,,k;;", system simulations to be described in later sections. For emphasis, it appears that
b % application of the classical assumptions yields a jet damping amplitude that is about
)’ 30% larger than the actual damping. Use of a more realistic mean flow pattern

o brings the damping into better agreement with the experimental data.
e 5.3 UNSTEADY FLOW EFFECTS

Groups 3 and 4 in Table 3 describe internal moments on the spacecraft involving

i interaction between possible time-depen(?ent gas oscillations in the combustion
..? products (u’) with the chamber spin and with the mean flow field. These are likely
‘;?zf_.. to be complex interactions for several reasons. In particular, the mean flow field
' itself is complicated. The axial vortex component has been described earlier. Study
K of the vector products shown in the Table indicates the potential significance of
. interactions between the circumferential vortex flow and the fluctuating velocity
R perturbations. Group 3 contains a term that is analogous to the jet damping term
R arising from the Coriolis acceleration effects and a term representing the time rate
;::::: of change of the angular momentum contained within the combustion chamber.
ry
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;:::: The Group 4 terms describe convection of the mean flow vorticity and time
Nt dependent vorticity out of the chamber. It will be demonstrated that the

combination of these two surface integrals over the nozzle exit represent convection
of a lateral unsteady angular momentum component, which is accompanied by a
significant disturbing torque acting on the spacecraft.

'. Since the details of the flow field have yet to be determined, it is appropriate to
N attempt only a qualitative evaluation of the time-dependent terms at this juncture.
. Emphasis will be placed on the interpretation of the second Group 4 term, which

. ,:‘, produces a reaction torque
&
a My =-£!(rx u)UnpdsS. 4%)
R
::;::' As the area integral is to be taken over the nozzle exit, this term represents the flux
-:::c of time-dependent angular momentum from the system with the mean gas flow. To
o appreciate the significance of this disturbing moment, it is first necessary to
o understand the source of the oscillations in the flow represented by the perturbation
"‘ velocity u . These may be visualized as the response of the gases contained within
%’ 4 the combustion chamber to the wobbling oscillations of the spacecraft. It should not
ASS be forgotten that the chamber is also spinning. A crude physical analogue is the
3:' liquid motion that one can produce in a coffee cup by a properly programmed
i rotational sloshing. In a spinning gas, such excitation produces a complex traveling
W wave that will be described in Section 6 as an inertial wave effect. One feature of
A4 the waves is that they represent a retrograde traveling disturbance with a lateral
;’*'a, component of angular momentum. That is, the combination dH = (r X u )pdV
HNY represents angular momentum of a gas particle of volume dV due to the inertial
R traveling wave. Figure 28 is a sketch of the lateral component of this angular
J momentum for a gas particle at several times as it moves along a mean flow
'.',_;: streamline through the chamber and out the nozzle. The magnitude of the angular
Ay momentum increases as the particles approaches the axis due to vortex stretching
:::!: effects (conservation of angular momentum) already mentioned in connection with
e the mean flow axial vortex. The precise origins of the angular momentum and its
1y exact dependence on geometrical parameters and details of the motion of the
;j}g ) chamber require solution of the time-dependent flow field. This is the main goal of
s Section 6. Let it suffice for now to notice that the flux of lateral angular momentum
ey must be balanced by a lateral torque component on the spacecraft as Equation (39)
e indicates. This moment therefore moves relative to the vehicle in the retrograde
' direction and, depending on its phase relative to the spacecraft wobbling angular
o velocity, may represent a destabilizing effect. Figure 28 illustrates the conditions
,;‘:;" that would correspond to nutation instability. If the moment My has a component
fj.:f‘ parallel to the angular velocity vector @' that is larger in magnitude than the jet
e damping moment M;, then the coning oscillations grow.
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X Since it is difficult to visualize the complicated moving vectors in three
dimensions described in Equation 45, a simple analogy to a better known rocket

3 motor phenomenon may be a help in amriving at the correct interpretation.

" Consider the linear momentum balance involving the spacecraft/gas interaction.

. The term describing the flux of linear momentum of the combustion products is

L)

{ F=- !(U YU-np dS (46)

v

i

M where U is the mean flow velocity in the motor. This integral is completely

analogous to the angular momentum integral of (45) with attention directed here to

;ff ’ the mean part of the motion and force rather than torque. Evaluation of this

’ expression by integrating over the boundary of the control volume (only the nozzle

u exit plane contributes to the result) yields the familiar expression for the axial

0 momentum thrust:

R F=-mU, k (47)

- where m is the mass flow rate and U, is the average exhaust velocity over the
% nozzle exit. This demonstrates precisely the same mechanism being described by
3 Equation 45 except that it is lateral angular momentum flux and associated torque
“ rather than axial linear momentum flux and the force that is the focus of attention.

To summarize, if care is taken to account for all interactions between the motor

%] gas flow and the spacecraft motion, then potentially destabilizing mechanisms
v' become apparent. One of these, the convection through the nozzle of lateral
. angular momentum in the combustion gases generated by the vehicle wobbling, has
. been identified as a potential source of a coning disturbance. The goal of the next

i section is to construct a detailed model of the time-dependent flow in a spinning,
" nutating chamber with mean flow. This model will then enable a quantitative
u assessment of all of the potential disturbing mechanisms identified in Table 3.
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. 6.0 FLUID DYNAMICS OF SPINNING ROCKET MOTORS
|
5
2 A The previous sections have established the role of the combustion chamber flow
e field and its response to the angular motions of the spacecraft as a contribution to
B nutation instability. A detailed description of this flow is required to enable a
i complete evaluation of the interaction moment M between the vehicle and the
ey contained combustion gases as described in Table 3. This torque is been represented
{; traditionally as the jet damping effect alone; that is, only part of the interaction has
X " been accounted for. It is difficult to justify the use of the jet damping model, as it is
::’g ) currently applied in interpretation of flight data, if other gas dynamic interactions
of equal or potentially greater impact on the flight mechanics are ignored.
s
3 The purpose of this section is to extend the theory of vehicle/gas interactions to
j{::: account for all of the additional terms identified in Section 5. This can only be
}:igc accomplished if the motor flow field is treated as a time-dependent system. It is
i necessary to determine the detailed velocity distributions, both steady and unsteady,
‘.".'- in a spinning chamber with internal mass addition and combustion. The extensive
0. literature base in rotating fluid dynamics provides valuable guidance.
’ Nevertheless, there are many features in the present situation that have not been
;’;,’ studied previously. These problems and the techniques for handling them are
L discussed in this section.
" The motor flow field modeling effort had three main goals:
l \ ® A complete analytical description of the flow interactions
¥ ! in a spinning, nutating rocket motor including effects of combustion.
J
" @ Computational fluid dynamics solutions for the mean
Ny flow field in a spinning rocket motor with a realistic grain
,‘5 geometry.
o
“ J ® Numerical solutions for the time-dependent flow field in
ey - a spinning rocket motor including interactions with the mean flow
e and nutational motions of the vehicle.
3
.' ‘. Much attention was devoted to the first goal, since the need to gain a physical
X% understanding of the complex flow field was of the highest priority. Considerable
: progress was made on the numerical tasks. This work provides a foundation for
- " future studies with the ultimate goal of producing a general purpose numerical
e algorithm for time-dependent spinning rocket problems. The remainder of this
e section is devoted to a detailed development of the fluid mechanics needed for
s accomplishing the stated goals.
"
B
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'j§: The analysis makes full use of the relative smallness of the flow perturbations
s superimposed on the mean flow by the wobbling of the combustion chamber. This

oty allows the steady and unsteady parts of the solution to be treated separately. The
f main purpose here is to establish a physical description of the nutation instability
;;’ phenomenon that clarifies the origins of the disturbing entities involved. Although
; approximate solutions will be emphasized, these are of considerably better quality

B than those routinely employed in spinning rocket jet damping estimates. This is

B :}. largely the result of relaxation of the standard assumptions such as the one-
D dimensional mean flow and the quasi-steady assumptions.

o

:';‘;: 6.1 FORMULATION

B %)

ﬁ}g This subsection introduces the notation, assumptions, and fundamental equations
" for analysis of the time-dependent flow in rotating rocket motors. It will be
el necessary to account for the steady as well as the unsteady parts of the field in order

f_, to evaluate the interaction equations of Section 5.

]

§:,' Several simplifying assumptions will be made in order to trim the problem
N complexity as much as possible without losing the essential physics. Although an

vt oscillatory flow field is anticipated, neglect of compressibility effects is justified.
e Flow oscillations in the combustion chamber caused by the coning motion are in the

,, .‘g frequency range set by the nutation rate of the vehicle,

3Ry

o As= (1-1y/1p) @0, (48)

:.: which is generally several orders of magnitude smaller than the lowest acoustic

) wave frequencies of the combustion chamber. Thus, waves of compressibility are

3 'E not activated, and the flow through the rocket motor can be assumed to be
o incompressibie everywhere except in the nozzle and the nozzle entrance regions.
) Additional assumptions will be introduced as the analysis proceeds. All notation is
:E defined in the list of symbols at the end of the report. Figure 23 shows the

o coordinate system to be employed. Evaluations of the flow field solutions will be

based on a simplified chamber geometry in the form of a circular cylinder having
_:::_: the same fineness ratio (L/D), mass flow rate, and radius as the actual motor
' combustion chamber at a given instant in the burn.

;;,‘1‘
::": Assuming that only inertial body forces are present, the flow system, described
e in terms of rotating coordinates fixed in the spacecraft, is governed by the
s continuity and momentum equations:
A
T V.u=0 (49)
i:v L
)

o owot+eu-Vu+2wx u+eldw/dyxr=-eVp+ EV2u (50)




GOy ™ g

e "l
'J:'}:'.‘.P

S

{

- -
~ A

€ is the Rossby number (e=v/R ), and E is the Ekman number (E=V/QR02),

expressing the relative importance of Coriolis effects and viscous forces,
respectively. These similarity parameters appear as a result of the definition of
dimensionless variables based on chamber radius R, and mean flow speed at the
burning surface vy, as characteristic length and velocity, respectively. Time and
angular velocities are rendered dimensionless by multiplying and dividing,

respectively, by the axial spin angular velocity @,. The latter is assumed to be a
slowly varying function of time, @, =£2. p is the dimensionless reduced pressure,

p=P-(12e2)(wx r)2, (51)

which is a combination of the thermodynamic pressure, P, and the centripetal
acceleration in gradient form. Thus the centripetal effects can be represented in
the analysis as part of the pressure fluctuations. Centripstal mean pressure
corrections at the maximum chamber radius are typically of the order of 1 psi for a
STAR 48 motor rotating at 60 rpm.

Much simplification in the formulation results from exploitation of the
smallness of the time-dependent corrections compared to their mean flow
counterparts. The mean and the unsteady quantities are separated by defining

u=U+1
p = Py+p (52)
0=0+0

where primes will always denote fluctuating variables. Expressions (52) are
inserted in (49) and (50) and the time-dependent and steady parts of the resulting
equations can then be conveniently separated. It is appropriate to neglect products

of the perturbation quantities. That is, combinations such as @', ®"u', and
u'-u' are of higher order than terms eventually retained.

6.2 MEAN FLOW IN A SPINNING ROCKET MOTOR

A reasonably complete and realistic model for the mean flow is required as a
basis for the unsteady calculations to follow. As demonstrated in Section S, the
vehicle/flow interactions are sensitive to the velocity field assumed for the mean
flow. The main purpose here is to provide a sufficiently accurate representation
that accounts for the three-dimensional nature of the flow field in a combustion
chamber with low slenderness ratio. Also, attention will be paid to a proper
assessment of the circumferential mean flow generated by the chamber spin.
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*:: The nonoscillatory part of the gas flow is governed by the continuity and
i-\. momentum equations including inertial corrections.
:r‘vx

!..
R0 2

s eUVU+2QxU =-eVP,+ EVZU (54)
)

L 2 Since the Ekman number E is very small, and the field is dominated by the injection
;ﬁ of combustion products at the propellant surfaces, it is appropriate to ignore the
j viscous forces by assuming E = 0 as a simplification in determining analytical
N solutions. However, viscous effects do play a role in setting up recirculation
;'E'\ patterns at separated flows. Such recirculation is anticipated in the region of the
":‘) chamber aft of the submerged nozzle entrance. A numerical approach was

undertaken for treating the full Navier-Stokes form of equation (54).

L% .‘

&

:E: The Coriolis force due to chamber rotation has a major influence. Since £ is
e parallel to the axis of symmetry, {2 = Q k, and the flow without rotation may be
v assumed to be axisymmetric, then the Coriolis effect induces an axial vortex flow in
L2 the combustion gases. An important step is to estimate the strength of this vortex,
}'\- since it plays a potentially important role in the coning phenomenon.

»...}’.‘~

j_: Direct analytical solution of equations (53) and (54) is most difficult. For the
b present, we will utilize simple representations that retain the essential features of

the mean flow field. Jet damping calculations are usually made using crude models

O of the flow that are not sufficiently detailed for the instability calculations. A more
e realistic model consists of a combined stagnation-point/free-vortex/rotational
2 vortex flow as given by

0’; 1

ARy v I

D U_-rer+2—n-(r-—r—)ee+[2(z-b)—1]k (55)
:s Y

o : . . I

"_.t‘- This representation accounts for the radial part of the flow velocity induced by
po combustion at the sidewalls of the chamber. b is the combustion chamber length-to-
‘("" diameter ratio, and T is the strength of the induced vortex. The wheel vortex or
e rotational vortex component makes the circumferential velocity zero at the
~2 chamber surface. Vorticity is introduced because gas particles emerging from the
.:::' burning surface into the chamber possess azimuthal velocity (in an inertial
I;j coordinate frame) due to chamber rotation. The magnitude of T' is established by
od employing an angular momentum balance. Taking the curl of of equation (55), one
i finds

B Ux U = (T'/mk (56)
:‘t:

n 74

.

e

.

04

X,

S N e

. . . . -, - e e . : v N N ~



W T W N N R T N I R R T O T O N T O T LW Y TR PO YV PO r IS PO P
3 T TN TN T OOl O TV TV

for the mean flow vorticity. This must satisfy the angular momentum balance
represented by the curl of the Eulerian form of momentum equation (54). That is,

2VxQxU = eVx(UVU)=-eVx([VU22)-UxVxU]. (57)

Noting that €2 = k , (angular velocities are normalized to the chamber spin rate 2),
one finds

2VxkxU =-eVx[(T/m)kxU]. (58)
Thus, the Coriolis force determines the magnitude and direction of the vortex flow,
and the required vortex strength is, by inspection,

where the influence of the Rossby number is clearly indicated. The vortex strength
is of relatively lesser importance for high Rossby numbers. The physical meaning

of this result is clarified if the magnitude of the Rossby number is rewritten in the
form

€= (l/Q)/(Ro/Vb) = Trotation/Tconvection- (60)

That is, € is approximately the ratio of the time required for one revolution of the

chamber to the time for a gas particle to traverse the distance from the turning
surface to the nozzle. Thus a small Rossby number indicates that the chamber
residence time for gas particles is large compared to the period of rotation. As the
chamber size increases due to regression of the propellant burning surface, the
vortex strength increases because gas particles remain longer in the presence of the
Coriolis acceleration field. For the present case (PAM-D). ¢ decreases tfrom about

3 to 0.6 during the 87 second motor burn. The swirling mean tlow component plays
a significant role, especially toward the end of the motor run when the Rossby
number is always less than unity.

The presence of a nearly potential vortex tlow 1n a4 spinning rocket hao meer
verified in window motor tests at ONERA in France  Tests by Duniap and Hermes
at United Technologies (UTC 2197-FR. Apnil 1967 demonsttated that the vornen
could be sufficiently strong to cause severe erosion at the torward motor woagre

spinning rocket experiments. A hole pierang the sech foraant e
corresponding to the vortex core, was caused by the spinning - ew o e
Curvature of the streamlines was clearly evident 1 creo v Jatter 0
closure and nozzle insert. Thus there ts conviderable cxpercentys =0 feoe o0

essential feature of the nutation mechanism proposed inthe peew o
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In order to provide a more realistic solution for the mean flow than simple
models such as that given in equation (55), one must resort to a numerical approach.
This is especially true if the effects of the complex chamber boundary shape are to
be assessed. One task of the present program was to develop a numerical solution to
be used, ultimately, in the nutation instability calculations. This proved to be a
formidable task, but important progress was made. Two techniques were
developed in parallel. An explicit/implicit finite difference Navier Stokes code had
not been completed at the end of the program. A finite element algorithm was
developed to solve equations (49) and (50). Although the completed program was
not available in time to affect the stability calculations, the results are of
considerable interest and are briefly summarized here. Details of the numerical
analysis are given in a PhD thesis by Clayton3S.

Figure 29 shows the finite element grid used to represent the STAR 48 motor
chamber at the 50 second burnback configuration. It was necessary to assume
conditions corresponding to very small Reynolds numbers to achieve converged
solutions. Figure 30 shows a typical flow pattern for the non-spinning case. The
recirculation region aft of the nozzle entrance is a dominant feature. Surprisingly.
as rotation was added to the system, and the Reynolds number increased (to match
the flight Rossby number range), the recirculation zone disappeared as indicated it
Figure 31. This may be an artifact of the low Reynolds number range, and further
study 1s required. Figure 32 shows the circumferential velocity distribution at
several axial locations. The presence of the vortex core in the vicinity of the nozzle
entrance is indicated; its extreme width is an artifact of the low Reynolds number.

6.3 UNSTEADY FLOW IN A SPINNING ROCKET CHAMBER

Before undertaking the formal treatment of the unsteady flow in the rotating
rocket, it is appropriate to present a brief review of pertinent literature of rotating
fluid dynamics. A well-known property of contained rotating fluids is their ability
to support traveling wave motions even in the absence of compressibility. This
feature is of obvious importance in the present problem, since the spacecraft
perturbation frequencies of interest are in the same range as the natural frequencies
of these "inertial” waves.

6] Inertial Waves

Waves ot the inertial or “elastoid-inertial” type have been studied for many
vears with emphasis on applications in atmospheric physics and description of the
luid cores of rotating planetary bodies and stars. Early experiments showed that
~tating containers filled with a fluid are capable of unexpected behavior. Lord
Kebvin ' desenibed expenments with liquid filled gyroscopes that became violently
unstable when released trom the normally stable “sleeping-top” orientation.
Creenhill' provided a detailed analysis of this problem in 1880 and showed that
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STAR 48 at 50 Second Burnback
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Figure 30. Streamline Pattern in STAR 48 at 50 Seconds
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Figure 31. Streamlines in STAR 48 motor with Spin
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the perturbed fluid motions within the spinning chamber produce a destabilizing
moment on the system. He demonstrated that the fluid filled gyro would be unstable
only for certain geometrical combinations. More recently, Stewartson38 carried
out a detailed computation that indicated the connection of the instability to the
presence of inertial waves in the spinning fluid. The analgsis was verified in a
clever experiment by G. N. Ward reported in an appendix38. This work formed
the basis of the study by D'Amico and Miller20 of the flight instability of liquid
filled projectiles. Problems of this nature have been subjected to intense study
recently2-28

The instabilities experienced in fluid filled spinning projectiles are similar to
those of interest in the present study. One is tempted to attribute the PAM-D
problem to the same mechanism. It will be shown that although 1nertial waves are
of central importance in both situations, there are major differences in the
destabilization mechanism. In particular, the presence of the mean convection in
the spinning rocket gives nise to a vastly different physical situation. In the
projectile problem, viscous forces represent the dominant interaction between the
fluid and the container. Viscous forces may not play an important role in the
spinning rocket problem, which is dominated by convection of angular momentum
carried by the flow of exhaust gases. This mechanism was highlighted in Section 5
as one of several that will require very careful evaluation.

Inertial waves represent a major feature of time-dependent motions in a
contained spinning flow. They result mainly from the Conolis acceleration. As

elegantly expressed by Kudlick39, . . . rowation endows an incompressible fluid
with the ability to support traveling waves, a remarkable property.” The treatise by
Greenspan0 contains an extensive discussion of this phenomenon.

Flow visualizaion of inertial waves was first accomplished by Fultz4! for
axisymmetnc inertial modes; his work provided inspiration for the unsymmetncal
mode flow visualizaton experiments descnbed later. These appear to be the first
expcnments 1n which the existence unsymmetrical modes has actually been visually
verified. The ongins and implications of the inertial wave phenomenon will bccome
evident in the detailed presentation of the unstcady flow field calculations.

6 12 Modeling of the Unsteady Flow Field

As 1n the case of the mean flow, It 1s appropnate to neglect the viscous torces,
since the flow 1s Jominated by convective effect. It should be pointed out that
inclusion of viscous terms would be expected to increase the hkelihood of instabiliny
(in keeping with the well-known pninciple that tricthional energy disstpation ettects
render unstable the rotatonal motion of prolate bodiesy  Theretore, neglect of
fnctuon effects results 1n a conservative estunate of the system  stability
charactensucs
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ey The equations that describe the unsteady flow are

A

s V-ou'=0 61)
8 Ju/dt +2 kxu +Vp=-¢g[u'VU+UVu']- 62)
oY - [2 0 xU+eldo /dyxr]

LYy

e

’ The convective terms and effects related to the perturbations in the rocket

e motion have been moved to the right. The former terms are proportional to the
:::f Rossby number. Classical treatment of rotating fluids is based on the assumption
:-; of a very small Rossby number. This is not an appropriate simplification in the
< present problem since the Rossby number is of the order of unity. This greatly

complicates the analysis because use cannot be made of the Rossby number as a

0 perturbation parameter.
58
.';_: The terms involving w' represent the forcing of the gas motion by the angular
o motions of the spacecraft. This is analogous to the sloshing of a liquid in a
. container. The Coriolis force is again in evidence; the interaction of the vehicle
BN oscillations with the chamber mean flow provides a driving force that produces an
b~ unsteady response in the motor flow field. It will be noticed that this is the same
f_: torce that was identified 1n Section § as the principle source of jet damping. This is
TN an important point that must be understood completely. The jet damping from the
traditional point of view is the reaction force on the chamber created by interaction
35 of the wobbling motion of the boundaries with the steady part of the mean flow of
-"j-j combustion products. Equation (62) makes it clear that the reaction of this force on
o the gas flow tself takes the torm of an oscillating driving force. It one neglects the
[+ ume -dependent gas motions (as 1s done 1n the classical jet damping analysis). then

that the ettects of the jet damping reaction forces on the gas must be evaluated. This

this 1y of no consequence It unsteady tlow eftects are considered. then it as clear
J
o . : :
introduces @ dramatce change in the interpretation ot jet damping as will be evident

A
Wy in the solutions ot equations (61) and (62)
" . : . .
ol 6 33 Classical Inertial Wave Solutions
é
RN *
ol The Jassical anerhal wave results are recovered if the terms on the nght of
K equation (624 are treated as small perturbations  The boundary condition s then
\': squivalent o that appropnate tor an enclosed invisaid fluid - That s, the normal
i\ velocity  component must be zero evervwhere on the inner chamber surtace
- Manipulation of the momentum cquation yiclds the wave equation
s '\
": v \! T \/v A .
N - (Voep ] L Q2 Vyep - 0 (63
W
.‘l-v
q‘! )
82
Y
2
¢
'
)
ag?
.,:“
a0

3 ASOANE D N TN
R A A O A A AR AR ACO O XTI

AN ANIRN T8 S LH A NGAONRYY! |



--------------------- Local o) "mﬂm‘m

d

,

¥

;l

t’

2 with the boundary condition

- n-Vp'= —n-[2qu‘+8u’/8t] (64)

' on the surfaces of the container. This problem was first studied by Poincare’ 42 and
o the wave equation (63) was named after him by Cartan43. This is a hyperbolic
3 differential equation and thus describes wave-like motions. Solutions have been
carried out only for simple geometries. The plane wave case, and solutions for
cylindrical and spherical cavities have been studied extensively (cf References 39,
40). Kudlick39 obtained the eigenfunctions for spheroidal domains and carried out
o detailed numerical evaluations for both spheroids and cylinders including estimates
of viscous corrections. Solutions for the cylindrical geometry will be used here to
approximate the inertial waves in a spinning rocket motor. It will be demorstrated

q that the results are not overly sensitive to the exact shape of the chamber, but the
4 fineness ratio, or chamber L/D, is an important geometrical parameter.

’ Since inertial waves are not likely to be a familiar concept to most readers, it is
: appropriate to review the fundamental results here. These will be of direct utility
- in the solution of the problem. The familiar stratagem of representing the actual

solution as a superposition of the unperturbed normal modes will be exploited.
This is not a mathematically efficient technique in this particular application since it
is likely that a great number of modes will be necessary to synthesize the gas

! response to the chamber motion. This comes about because the mode frequencies
(an infinite number of them) all lie in a narrow range of the same order of
y magnitude as the vehicle coning frequency. Nevertheless, the conceptual simplicity

of Fourier synthesis is of considerable benefit in constructing the required
solutions; high-speed computational facilities render feasible the large number of
calculations needed for assessment of the results.

~‘ Assuming that the chamber is axially symmetric and that oscillatory
disturbances are expected, put

. p' = ¢ exp(i), (65)

where ¢ is the fluctuating pressure amplitude. The Poincare’ wave equation can
then be written in polar coordinates as

N 20 /L + 106 /9 + r2o29/902 + (1-4/A2)326 /922 =0, (66)

. 83

A o . « * ate el "..'_.'." e

«
) f ’ .
LML “‘_‘a‘ LU AN Xl i Xt o ALK 8. AN WM o )




2ol
.-

Y - -
-

-

ML oYY

-

-
-

- S

g3 h < ‘.V_ g )
VST ST R T Tgh

The boundary conditions are
rd¢/or - 2UA)3¢/00 =0 on r=1
(67)
0¢/9z =0 on z=0,2b

for the assumed cylindrical chamber geometry. This problem is easily solved by
standard techniques. The result for the pressure amplitude is

¢ = Jy(& r)exp(ik0 ) cos (nmz/2b). (68)

The eigenvalue & is one of the infinite set of roots of the trancendental equation
172

EdREVAE + k[1+QEbmm22 | 5(8)=0 (69)
The roots & set the frequencies
-172
A= 2] 1+ 28 bam? | (70)

where k, m, and n are the mode integers. Increasing values of these integers
correspond, respectively, to an increasing number of azimuthal, radial, and axial
nodal surfaces. Only positive values for m and n are relevant, but negative values
of k, corresponding to waves traveling in the posigrade direction (relative to the
chamber direction of revolution) are possible. These yield frequencies differing
from those associated with positive values of k that correspond to retrograde
traveling waves. In this regard, the order subscript k in the Bessel functions must

be taken as the absolute value of k. Thus the inertial pressure and velocity waves
are

p = J (& 1) cos(nmz/2b)expli (At + k8 )] (7D

uw = Qexpliht) = [ifie+ faeq + i f3k Jexpli (At + k8)]. (72)

The velocity component functions are given by

f| = -(~4-k2)‘1[2kr1 J(ED) + XéJ'k(E,r)]cos(n nz/2b)
fr = (4-&2)"[)J(r1 (&) + 28 J'k(ﬁr)]cos(nmjzb) (73)
fy = - (n W2 Ab)My (& r) sin(n ntz/2b)
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o The motion can be described as a complex three-dimensional sloshing of the gas.
b Flow visualization experiments are a valuable aid to the understanding the velocity
distributions. These are described in a later section of the report. Three-
. dimensional computer animation of the results was also of great utility in gaining a
- proper appreciation of the velocity field. Either posigrade or retrograde traveling
[2 waves are possible depending on the sign of k. It will be shown later that only
b modes with azimuthal wave number k = 1 are of potential interest in the coning
K problem. Figures 33-37 show radial velocity distributions for several such modes.
‘ Figure 38 shows axial distribution of the velocity amplitudes for a typical radial
X position. It should be noted that only the radial velocity component is required to
3;; vanish at the sidewall of the cylinder, since inviscid flow is assumed.
“Q h
‘B Figure 39 is a plot of frequency vs the chamber shape parameter, b for several |
inertial modes. In general, the frequency increases with increasing nuraber of axial |
& nodal points as indicated by mode integer n. However, as shown in the figure, mode i
A frequency decreases with increase in the number of radial nodal points (increasing
X values of the integer m). This is one of several ways in which inertial waves differ !
b from other more familiar oscillation problems. The higher harmonics can have l
£y both higher and lower frequencies than the "fundamental” (k=1, m=1, n=1). !
% Several other features of the inertial frequencies must be understood. The
(> eigenvalues represent an infinite set tightly packed into the finite range -2 < A< 2.
» The single subscript m or n will often be employed in what follows to represent
the combination (kmn) to keep the notation as simple as possible. Thus, when
; speaking of a mode m, reference to a particular (kmn) combination is implied. It is
>, significant that these inertial frequencies are in the same range (assuming a prolate
oS spacecraft) as vehicle frequencies represented by the (dimensionless) spacecraft
-~ coning frequency:
¥
re As = (1-1/1) (74)
1)
k Thus some type of resonant interaction is clearly possible. A feature that was
) overlooked early in the study is that frequencies of higher-order modes are not
o necessantly higher than the lowest order frequencies. For the cyiindrical modes,
t increasing m gives lower frequencies, but increasing n corresponds to increasing
frequency . This is clearly depicted in the frequency plots (Figure 39). Thus at a
. given instant of time. there may be many modes with frequencies close to the
: natural coning frequency. This greatly complicates questions iclating to resonance
ol between the vehicle motion and any particular mode of inertial oscillation since stas
i difficult to be sure which of many modes near a given vehicle nutation frequency s
2:" being eacited. In experiments such as those carried out by Fults (sce Refs. 41 and
” 42) dctermination of which inertial mode 1s present becomes increasingly ditticult
::. with increasing order of the mode. This 1s 1n accordance with the well-known
e property that lower-order modes require less energy input for their activation
\:;,; XS
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Certain other properties of the inertial eigenvectors will prove useful later. Of
considerable importance are the orthogonality relationships. It is readily shown
(see Greenspani? for a detailed discussion) that

,

Ep? (m =n)
JQ m (Inl.l dv = ¢ (75)
0 (m# n)
and ]
- (i/2) X,nEmz (m=n)
Jk-Q men"‘ dVvV = ¢« (76)
0 (m# n)

-

The * denotes the complex conjugate of the complex velocity amplitude, Q.
6.3.4 Forced Motion of The Combustion Gases

The problem of central interest is one in which the gas flow through the motor is
excited by the motions of the spacecraft. This class of fluid excitation has been
studied extensively for closed chambers (cf Refs. 44-56). These solutions are not of
direct applicability in the present case, since account must be taken of the
convection of combustion gases through the chamber. This requires major changes
in strategy from previous analyses.

In order to adequately represent the unsteady flow, it is necessary to construct
solutions that account for the perturbation terms on the right hand side of equation
(62) consisting of the inertial driving (Coriolis and angular rate terms) and the
important convective terms proportional to the Rossby number. Since the gas
response is likely to be dominated by the Coriolis signal at the nutation frequency,
then the proper approach is to represent the solution as a superposition of
unperturbed inertial modes. On the basis of the description of the spacecraft

motion presented in Section 3 (see equation (33)), the proper form for ©'is
=0 exp@Pt an
where 3 is the complex frequency
B =(a + il (78)

and the amplitude is @ , both of which remain to be determined. It will be possible
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W to simplify solutions at a later stage by noting that the real part of B ( the growth
o rate or inverse of the time constant), o is much smaller than A, the spacecraft
'f:: coning frequency. Vector @ is a slowly varying function of time. Inserting (77)
into equation (62), and representing the solution the perturbation velocity and cor-
- responding pressure by

b

‘ u = ZBQO exp(Bt)

L\ m

AY (79)
t p= zAm¢m exp (B 1).

it m

;;:; One can construct an equation for the modal coefficients, B,. This is
;:. accomplished by multiplying through by the complex conjugate of the velocity
o amplitude, Q,*, and integrating over the combustion chamber domain. Use of the

orthogonality relationships leads to the result
- elQm*-[u "VU + U-Vu'1dVv

BmEm?(B — iAy,) = -J:Qm*- [20xU+elBw xr]dV (80)

% : %A! nQu’ydS

where the substitution for u' has not yet been made in the convective term.

o The three integral terms on the right of equation (80) represent three distinct
2 driving forces that control the energy flux to the wave motions. If the steps leading
: N to this equation are carefully studied, one sees that in effect the basic steps were as
o follows:

2

: ¢ Multiplication of the momentum equation by the

:: s velocity vector.

M .

" ® [ntegration over the volume of the chamber.

o e Representation of the velocity and pressure fluctuations by

;:a Fourier expansions using inertial wave eigenfunctions.

\}

it

.gi';: The first two steps are equivalent to conversion of the problem to mechanical
P energy form if it is recalled that the terms in the momentum equation are
) proportional to force per unit volume. Multiplying by the velocity converts each
:} term into a contribution to the rate of change of energy per unit volume.
Integration over the volume then produces the energy balance for the system.

e
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The first volume integral represents the effect of convection. Energy flow
resulting from the work done by the chamber motion is propagated through the
system by the mean flow field. An analogous term represents convection of the
mean flow vorticity by the inertial wave fluctuations. The second volume integral
on the right of equation (80) is the main source of wave motion. It represents the
pumping of the internal flow by the wobbling motion of the spacecraft. The surface
integral requires special attention. It is not zero at the burning propellant where the
normal gas velocity is controlled by the pressure dependent burning rate.

In order to assess the net growth of wave energy in the system, it is necessary to
determine the sum of the three perturbation integrals. The balance between these
three effects, (1) transport of gas fluctuations by mean flow convection, (2) driving
of the waves by motion of the chamber walls due to spacecraft nutation, and (3)
driving of waves by pressure coupling with the propellant will determine whether
the nutation disturbance will grow or decay. If the net kinetic energy of the wave
system grows, then the coupled spacecraft nutation may also grow. The three
perturbation terms are evaluated separately in the next three subsections.

6.3.5 Effect of Convection of Wave Energy by the Mean Flow

A major difference between the PAM-D nutation instability and other similar
problems such as the unstable behavior of liquid filled projectiles20-28 is that the
fluctuations generated in the flow must be carried out of the rocket motor by the
mean gas flow. In the projectile problem, the wave motions are contained within the
system, and their amplitude is controlled by frictional losses in the viscous
boundary layers (Ekman layers). In the present situation, one must account for the
energy loss to the wave system represented by the convective volume integral.

The first volume integral on the right of equation (80) contains expressions
proportional to the mode amplitude that must be determined before B,, can be
isolated. The symbolic form for the convective accelerations must be replaced by
the proper vector form to enable correct evaluation. Thus,

u'VU+UVu' = V(@u'"U)-u'xVx U - UxVxu’ 81)
Equation (79) is used to write the velocity fluctuation in terms of the series of
eigenfunctions, and the mean flow is represented by the model described in

Equation (55). The integrals over the volume can then be carried out with due
attention to the orthogonality relationships. The result is

eJQm*-[u “VU +UVu'ldV = B E? [i Am + Gm(xm)]. (82)

The first term on the right represents the effect of convection of the mean flow
vorticity by the wave motions, and is the result of integration of the second term on

95

-----




:!; the right of (81) dotted with the complex conjugate velocity amplitude. G, an
0 exceedingly complicated function of the mode frequency, comes from thenzhird
term in equation (81). It represents the convection of inertial wave vorticity by the
mean flow, and its evaluation requires numerical treatment of certain Bessel
R function integrals that cannot be carried out in closed form. The expanded form of
G, and other expressions that emerge in the analysis are displayed in the Appendix.
Gy, contains terms describing the effect of convection of wave vorticity through the

“ chamber both in the axial and the azimuthal directions. These are due to azimuthal

“_. convection by the vortex mean flow component.

N

Zii It will be noticed that one major effect of the convection is to eliminate the term
::: iAy, from the left hand side of equation (80) represented by the combination

W

BrEm2(B — iAm) (83)
fZ Thus when all integrals on the right hand side of (80) have been evaluated and B, is
& found by dividing through by the coefficient E2(B~iA;) , the usual simple

- resonance phenomenon is lost. Resonance is indicated when the imaginary part i,
» cancels with the imaginary part of B = (&t + iAg) when the mode frequency A, is the

b same as the driving frequency Ag. This emphasizes the strong damping influence of

- the mean flow field. is does not mean, necessarily, that a resonance effect is not

4 present. Function G, is a function of frequency. What is indicated is that simple

L4 resonance between the nutation and a given inertial mode is not a primary feature of

the driving mechanism.

P.‘

K. 6.3.6 Pumping of Inertial Waves by Vehicle Wobbling
8
3] The second volume integral in equation (80) is the main source of inertial wave

energy. It represents the mechanical pumping by the oscillatory motion of the

K spacecraft. If the system is viewed from inertial (nonspinning) coordinates located
R (instantaneously) at the spacecraft center of mass, it can be seen that the nutation
K wobbling represents a cyclical pumping action in which the walls of the combustion

chamber force a periodic response from the gas particles. The spin greatly modifies

. the reponse. The resulting waves, the inertial waves, have already been described. ‘
:, In order to evaluate the forcing integral, the spacecraft dynamics must be ‘
N represented. On the basis of the experimental data and the analysis of Section 3, the ]
A proper form for the angular velocity of the spacecraft is a retrograde traveling |
. disturbance. Thus it is appropriate to define :
i l
P ® = olfi+ij (84) |
N
g where the amplitude ®, may be a slowly varying function of time. This corresponds

.’n
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":;' to the solutions described earlier (see equation (33)). The pumping integrals can be

f:’,: carried out without great difficulty. For the assumed geometry, one finds
’mf IQm*- [20xU]dV =-2 (o-j)m*x U dV= C Ay (85)
3 v
2:. 2 and
e
- J'Qm*- [elBaxr]dv=¢lf co-J r X Qp*dV =B DAy (86)
& \ \Y

5,
,. 'h] where the complex functions C, and D, are summarized in the Appendix.
b 6.3.7 Combustion Effects
o The surface integral on the right of equation (80) requires special attention. For
:‘::‘ inert surfaces, the normal component of the velocity is zero, thus n-Q,= 0 on all
‘:‘, parts of the control volume boundary except the burning surfaces. However, n-Q,,
:: : may not be negligible on the burning propellant. This situation is reminiscent of the
ks classical acoustic combustion instability problem, which will be briefly reviewed

- for the benefit of readers not familiar with this venerable problem.
i+
5_?_' The burning rate of a solid propellant is strongly controlled by the pressure of
.;: the combustion gases. A well-known representation of the burning rate is

, r=a (p/Prcf)n (87)
., where 1 is the regression rate of the burning surface, a is the burning rate
N coefficient, and n is the burning rate exponent. For the STAR 48 propellant, the
) values of these quantities have been measured to be:
2 .
e a=0.228 in/sec
P n=0.30 (88)
')\ Pl'ef = 500 pSl
s, for r in inches per second and p in psi. From this expression, it is readily seen that a
xe local increase in pressure will bring about a local increase in mass flux and
:"‘l corresponding normal velocity component. The surface gas influx velocity may be
" estimated by means of a local mass balance across the surface giving

vp = (pp/P)T (89)

where the ratio of the solid propellant density and local gas density is the
proportionality factor between surface regression and gas speed. Thus a pressure
pulse will generate a mass pulse that can, under certain conditions, represent an
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increment of energy to a pressure wave. This phenomenon, usually called "pressure
coupling”, has usually been associated with the acoustic modes of the combustion
chamber. The propellant response to pressure fluctuations may bz greatly amplified
at special frequencies controlled by unsteady combustion and heat transfer
processes, and large amplitude acoustic waves may be driven in a process referred
to as acoustic combustion instability38,59.  Occasionally, the amplitudes are
sufficiently large that nonlinear system behavior may be invoked®0. This has been a
troublesome problem that has seriously affected numerous rocket motor develop-
ment programs.

It is worth mentioning that mild acoustic instability has been detected in the
STAR 48 motor. It is usually present early in the motor run and may be affected by
vortex shedding®!-62 from the edges of the radial slots (see the grain configuration
drawing in Figure 12). These oscillations apparently have no impact on the coning
problem and can only be detected in spectral analyses of chamber pressure
measurements.

With this background, it can be seen by analogy with the acoustic instability
problem, that inertial pressure waves can tap the combustion energy release in a
similar manner. That is, a local pressure increase related to the traveling inertial
pressure wave causes an increase in propellant burning rate. This localized increase
in mass flux is completely equivalent to the pumping action by the chamber coning
motion; energy flows into the fluctuations. It is essentially the familiar p dV work
being dene on the chamber gases by the boundary fluctuations. In the present
situation, the frequencies are so low, that the propellant response can be readily
estimated directly from the simple burning rate law. That is, the response can be
asssumed to be a quasi-steady process. This may not be the case in the acoustic
instability problem, since the burning process exhibits strong resonance effects in
the acoustic frequency range.

It is first necessary to rewrite the burning rate law (87) in dimensionless form
compatible with the present analysis. Using equation (89) and noting that the

Fressure is rendered dimensionless by dividing by the product pv2, one can write
or the local velocity vector at a point on the burning surface

un=-Kp" (90)
where n is the burning rate exponent, n is an outward pointing unit normal, and u

1s the velocity vector. The negative sign indicates that the velocity vector points
into the interior of the chamber. The proportionality factor K is given by
n

2
p,a \

K = 2 YA o1
PV Pref
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Using the perturbed forms for the velocity vector and pressure as given in
equations (52), one can separate the steady and unsteady part of (90) if the
fluctuations are assumed to have very small amplitudes as already established.
Using the Taylor series expansion of (90) one finds:

nU = -KP
(92)
nu' = -nKP,®Dp' = -Rpp'
where
Ry, = nK P, 93)

is the inertial wave equivalent of the "response function" (related to the surface
admittance function) of acoustic instability theory. In the inertial wave case, this is
areal quantity indicating that the velocity response at the surface is in phase with the
pressure wave due to the low frequencies of the waves (typically 0.5 Hz for a
spacecraft spinning at 60 rpm). For the STAR-48 propellant, the value of Ry is

approximately 8 -10-3 which indicates a very mild propulsion response.

The information necessary to evaluate the surface integral in equation (80) is
now available. It is clear that the normal component of the velocity is related to the
pressure by

-Rp p' on buming surfaces
nu (94)
0 on inert surfaces

Using equations (65) and (72) and the eigenfunction expansions as expressed in
equations (79), in the boundary condition, one finds, at the chamber boundaries

2BunQy =-RoAndn )

where Q and ¢ are the velocity and pressure amplitude functions, respectively. The
integral becomes

i ZA,Jn.Qm*q;n ds = Rb;Bn!‘pm* 0.dS (96)
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By means of the orthogonality of the pressure eigenfunctions,

F,2 form=n

o J O S = o

4N

e 0 form#n

7 -,- one finds, finally

R

y - ZAfn QoS = BRyFy?. 98)

o

":: Function F2 is readily determined for any mode m. Results for the cylindrical

motor geometry are shown in the Appendix.
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Lo 6.3.8 Calculation of Forced Velocity Amplitude

3

"“ It is now possible to write the equation for the relative amplitude of any modal

"4 component. Inserting the results of equations (82), (85), (86) and (98) into (80)
7Y yields

= Er?( B+ G RyFr/Em)1 B = @l Cot B Dpy) (99)

s The modal coefficients can then be found from the combination:

. :I':

*: B, = W[ Cy+ BDml/ En2( B + G- Ry(FryEm)?] (100)

S

S and the time dependent response of chamber flow to the spacecraft motion is then

) determined by summing over an appropriate number of modes. As will be
< demonstrated by numerical means in Section 8, a rather large number of modes

o must be accounted for (of the order of 1000) to achieve an accurate representation

Dy of the solution. This is the result of the very close spacing between the mode
f-,ﬁ frequencies in the range of the disturbing frequency represented by the relative

b motions of the motor chamber boundaries.

4,:,4 6.4 CHARACTERISTICS OF UNSTEADY FLOW FIELD

o

o

To illustrate some features of the forced solutions, equation (79) for the forced
time-dependent velocity was evaluated using mode amplitudes computed with
(100). Conditions corresponding to the WESTAR V vehicle at 80 seconds after

P '-l N
S5
e

“j ignition were assumed (Chamber fineness ratio, b = .96, and Kossby Number, € = |
eij,:i 0.7). 625 modes (k=1, m =1 to 25, n=1 to 25) were evaluated in carrying out the }
e summation. Figure 40 presents plots of the radial variations of the amplitudes of |
o) i
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the three oscillatory perturbation velocity components at an axial position
corresponding to the nozzle entrance. It should emphasized that the amplitude plots
do not indicate the relative phase relationships between the components. For
instance, in the vicinity of the axis (r = 0), the radial and transverse velocity
components are out of phase by 90° and have similar amplitudes. This indicates that
gas particles near the axis orbit in the retrograde direction in response to the
forcing by the chamber nutation. When these perturbations are superimposed on
the mean flow, it is clear that the flow pattern near the nozzle entrance consists of a
vortex core orbiting the nozzle centerline in a helical fashion. Figure 41 illustrates
the motion of the vortex core as it passes through the nozzle entrance in response to
the coning motions of the spacecraft.

The effect of the mean flow field convection on the forced gas oscillations is
clearly apparent in Figure 40. The inward flow toward the nozzle concentrates the
angular momentum represented by the oscillatory gas motion along the centerline.
This behavior is analogous to the concentration of the mean flow vorticity along the
motor axis in the form of the axial vortex. In a sense, then, the wobbling motion of
the motor induces a lateral vortex flow that is continuously generated within the
chamber and carried out the nozzle with the mean flow.

Figures 42 shows the axial variation of the perturbation velocity components
near the motor axis. The nearly equal amplitudes of the radial and transverse
velocity components is noteworthy. This indicates, as already suggested, that gas
particles near the axis orbit in nearly circular paths in the retrograde direction as
they leave through the nozzle. An unexpected feature of the axial velocity variation
near the centerline is its nearly constant amplitude in the central part of the motor
cavity. At larger radii, the axial velocity flucuations become larger, and they reach
their largest amplitudes near the burning surface at the center of the motor. Atr =
1, the axial perturbation velocity distribution is nearly sinusoidal.

The perturbation velocities are strongly dependent on the Rossby number and
the chamber geometry. Figure 43 shows the variation with € of the radial
component near the motor centerline for several values of chamber fineness ratio in
the range of interest. As anticipated, the perturbation amplitudes are greater for
smaller values of the Rossby number. This reflects the influence of increased
rsidence time of gas particles in the chamber acceleration field as the chamber size
...reases (€ is inversely proportional to the combustion chamber radius, R;). Thus

the time-dependent gas motions are of greatest importance late in the motor burn.
and the strongest interactions with the spacecraft motion would be expected to
occur just before the end of burn. This result strengthens the suggestion that the gas

s oscillations are closely related to the mechanism that forces the spacecraft coning.
o
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b) UNSTEADY FLOW
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Spacecraft Direction of Rotation
Figure 41. Flow in the Nozzle Entrance

a) STEADY FLOW

R 103
\'

K}

)

! AT Y .

. ; ) 9 A 3,%) O 30 () 17 §
! 'f S Vab, l'v“‘ g *ﬁa“sa‘i S ‘65" ‘\‘» L) .‘ N 6’ ’3‘1‘“!‘.6‘:’“&,&“ !



18

-
-
-
)

RADIAL POSITION, r = Ros18~

CHAMBER LsD, b = .96

- e -‘.." iy
1:—

Transverse, U,
-
o
Amplitude of Velocity Components

Figure 42.

e 7,2 uoi3isod [®Ixy




™
S
AN
CEEY I
Etgu
v
3% E - -
s2%g “
-~ OO0 W
W~ .i
22£8
OB/ &
o c® W
.‘.b% - 0y
g;ﬁ%
- § ~ G w -
°;$s - S
oA g ;2]
T aAxn S
wn
2agW {7 §
nuzs -~ 2
€53 2
S o kS a
N w» ~ W “
7]
o
Q
-
i
Jo g
) e
=
.50
iz
1 1 1 L N Q
] wn AY] n \v] wn \~]

™ N N - -
(340yg Asvuibewr) A3p1201ap [vipRy 40 apnit|duwy




Oi. g

iy

[

o 106

A:,
)




S
X

Iah

L

[y 4:_

[ )

T 7.0 EFFECTS OF GASDYNAMIC TORQUES

g

; :f-: The detailed description of the spinning rocket internal flow field constructed in

;-ji; the last section makes possible an estimate of the reaction torques on the motor

" chamber and the resulting spacecraft nutation. What is required first is the detailed
v evaluation of the unsteady moments identified in Groups 3 and 4 of Table 3. Once

B these results are in hand, it will be possible to determine their effect on the motion

"N of the vehicle, and their influence on the coning instability can be properly

f.:’ assessed. The results are then incorporated into a comprehensive simulation
" program that estimates the system stability as a function of time throughout the

R motor run. The Euler differential equations are integrated using the gasdynamic
" disturbing moments and the jet damping torque. Account is taken of geometry and

5 mass property variations with time. This program will be used in Section 8 to

o compare the results of the analysis to actual flight telemetry data.

Ao Each moment integral is evaluated in the order shown in Table 3. It will become

8. apparent that each contribution is proportional to the perturbation angular velocity

‘e @' since the gas oscillations are driven by chamber motion. This should not be
~5 surprising in view of the similar result for the Group 2 moment, the jet damping
:: torque. For later convenience in assessing the vehicle dynamic response to each
N component, the moments are expressed in the rotating cartesian spacecraft

coordinates. The integrals are, however, carried out in polar form since most

% expressions inside the integrals are best evaluated in cylindrical polar form to take

50N advantage of the circular symmetry of the assumed chamber geometry. For ease of
:2' identification, the four integral terms from Table 3 remaining to be evaluated are
b labeled with subscripts. For example, My, refers to the first moment component in

5 Group 3.

';E 7.1 EVALUATION OF GROUP 3 MOMENTS

K

ijj The two terms in Group 3 (See Table 3) represent the interaction of the
o unsteady gas motions with the mean chamber motion. The Coriolis term, My, is the

L X direct analogue to the similar term involving the mean flow velocity which leads to
N\ the jet damping moment. It is required to evaluate

;:}'Cj M3, = -er X(Q2x u)pdV, (101)
“ia \Y

pe; where r is the position vector locating any gas particle in the motor relative to the

§ _;;'.j. spacecraft instantaneous center of mass. {2 is the unperturbed vehicle spin angular

‘, velocity vector, which will be always assumed to point in the positive z direction

:‘2: (forward) as it does in the actual flight vehicle. Thus the direction of rotation is

o counterclockwise as viewed aft. The velocity fluctuation u' is represented by the
~ 1
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Fourier series in the inertial modes developed in the last section. Thus

u' = ;BQO exp(Bt) (102)
with

Q= [i fie, + freq + if3k1n. (103)

The subscript m (or, occasionally, n) stands for the set of three mode integers I,m,n
as used previously. Functions fj, f, and f3 that describe the velocity components
for a given mode are defined in Section 6 (equations (73)). Inserting these

expressions into equation (101) and carrying out the integration over the chamber
volume, one finds

My = szm[(Bm(i) - @B + (@Br® + 0B (104)

where the superscripts (i) and (r) refer to the real and imaginary parts of the mode
amplitudes. ®, and w, represent the cartesian components of the angular velocity
in the lateral plane, that s the pitch and yaw rate perturbations. It should be noticed
that the all-important phase relationship between the lateral angular velocity
perturbation and the torque is set by the gas response. No assumption is being made
regarding the direction of the reaction moment vector relative to the vehicle
wobbling motion as expressed by the vector @yy= i + myj. It is clear that the

Coriolis moment velocity vector M3; is not necessarily parallel to coP . The
contribution of each modal component to the reaction moment is set by Inction

D,,,, which, for a cylindrical chamber, is given by

D, = @bnm2 [4n1,E) /@2 Ay)] (105)

where all notation is compatible with that introduced in Section 6. Before
evaluating this expression further, all of the Group 3 and 4 contributions will be
collected for convenience. It will be shown that the Coriolis term (104) is much

less important than the angular momentum flux term My that will be discussed
presently.

The remaining Group 3 term represents the integrated effect of the time-
dependent acceleration of fluid particles in response to the chamber motion. Thus
one must evaluate the integral

Mj; = - alatj(r xu)pdv. (106)
A"
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~ Following the same procedure used for M5,

o | |

b Msz = 2Fn[ @B+ 0B i + B0~ 0,Bni]  (107)
£

e where
V)

» Fm = 27 Bl(@bm 22 - M) - 2008 11 ®) + Jo®ALE].  (108)
'a;':

i Again, it is clear that the reaction moment on the spacecraft is proportional to
;‘q - the lateral angular velocity perturbation, and exhibits components both normal to
: and parallel to the angular rate vector. It will be shown later that the parallel
N components either damp or drive the coning instability depending upon sense of the
: projection on the angular velocity vector. The normal components affect only the
o nutation frequency.

2"
:‘ : 7.2 TORQUES DUE TO CONVECTION OF ANGULAR MOMENTUM
:"}:‘t‘ The Group 4 moments consist of two interactions representing convection of the

A mean flow angular momentum by the oscillatory flow and convection of inertial
‘-‘,:" wave angular momentum by the mean flow. Evaluation of moment My, is
I:::.‘ accomplished by integration over the nozzle exit. Since the nozzle entrance is not a
i solid boundary, the normal component of the local inertial velocity distribution is
Wyl assumed to represent an appropriate estimate of the velocity fluctuation. Thus,

D

’i My, = -tj(r xXU)p u"n dS,
es (109)
D) where (rxU) is the mean flow angular momentum per unit mass represented mainly
M by the effect of the axial vortex flow, a feature which dominates the chamber mean
::\ flow field. One finds, after accounting for vortex stretching in the nozzle entrance,

' L
' t
PO rxXU) = ~—5—e + rUmuleee (110)

el t:Rt r

-

;C: where € is the Rossby number and Uj,,e is the average axial mean flow at the

..'_: nozzle entrance. Evaluation of the surface integral over the nozzle yields
nn
: My = Z[[wx (Hn(r)Bn(r)-Hn(i)Bn(i))+ (,)y(Hn(r)Bn(i)+ Hn(i)Bn(r))]i i
O n . . , .

+ [0y (-H,OB,, ) - H,WB (D) +‘Dy(Hn(’)Bn(')-Hn(‘)Bn(‘))j]

ot
N
:;, 109
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The amplitude functions H, are

®
H, =€ m(n2E b) sin(na /2b)[J (ER) - 2J, (ER/ER ]

® 2 . 2 (112)
H ' = (n/28 b) sin(nil /2b)[L (J (ER) - 1)/R, ]

where R, is the radius of the nozzle entrance and L is the submergence as shown in
Figure 23. L, locates the nozzle relative to the spacecraft center of mass. The
presence of the nozzle inlet radius in the denominators of several terms in the
amplitude expressions (112) is noteworthy. R, becomes rapidly smaller during the
motor burn since all lengths are made dimensionless with respect to the chamber
radius, which grows larger as propellant is consumed. Thus terms with R, in the
denominator increase in importance as burnout is approached.

It is also important to understand the origins of the net unbalanced torque
represented by Equation 111. Since (r x U) is steady, it is not immediately obvious

that a net time-dependent torque can result from the integration. The key to
understanding My, is to realize that the direction of the axial component of u/,
which enters the calculation in the dot product with the unit normal to the nozzle
entrance plane, changes phase across the axis. That is, two gas particles at equal
radii on opposite sides of the nozzle entrance have axial fluctuating velocities out of
phase by 180°. The largest torque contribution (the one with the square of the
nozzle radius in the denominator) represents the pumping of lateral angular
momenturn carried by the axial vortex. As Equation 110 shows, the angular
momentum per unit mass in the nozzle entrance contains a radial component
generated by the circumferential velocity induced by the vortex. Since the radial
angular momentum component also changes sign across the axis, its product with

the u'n term gives rise to a net moment contribution in the integration. A simple

physical explanation for this torque is that it represents the reaction to the
"stiffness” of the vortex as it resists the lateral twisting imposed by the axial velocity
fluctuations. Thus, this torque contribution is, in effect, a gyroscopic reaction.

For reasons already indicated, it is expected that transport of lateral angular
momentum introduced into the flow by the rocking motions of the spacecraft could
represent a potentially important destabilizing influence. Moment My, represents .
this effect. The traveling wave motions generated in the gas flow by the coning ars ‘
carried out of the system by the mean flow. Conservation of angular momentum |
dictates that there be a corresponding reaction moment on the spacecraft given by ‘

110




......

M42= -SJ(I'X u')pU-n dsS, (113)

.o'vk Again expressing u' in Fourier series form, the time-dependent angular
’l N . .
0 momentum vector anywhere in the chamber is
o . .
s N (rxu)= ;Bnexp(ﬁ -ik0) [(11f2)er-1(rf3+l1f 1 )e9+(rf2)ez] (114)
'|O';
:Q::: where functions fy, f5, and f3 are given in equation (73). Integrating over the
‘;"' nozzle entrance gives the moment due to unsteady angular momentum convection
";:::- . out of the system. The result is
i My =-¢ Z,A,,[ (B®Wa, + By Doy i + B0w,-BWe,1j],  (115)
%4 ‘*
’
2@: where amplitude function A, is
el
§ Ap =m[L, cos(@nLy2b)];(& RYR(2- A)+ 016
% + (n T2AEb) sin (neLy2b)[2), (ER,) R, - J(ER)]]

-

* R is the entrance radius and L¢ is the submergence of the nozzle into the
o chamber as defined in Figure 23. L, is the distance from the nozzle entrance to the
;'.;:‘ vehicle center of mass. The velocity distributions shown in Figures 32 and 40 give
125 a clear indication of the vortex stretching effect as the gas particles pass into the
) nozzle. The reaction torque My, of Equation (116) should increase with time
e during motor operation because the center of mass moves forward and therefore,
- L; the main lever arm, increases with time. Note also that the torque depends
-.j directly on the motor mass flow rate. The disturbance generated from the flux of
o lateral angular momentum is more important in larger motors with accompanying
2‘ increase in the mass flow rate. The vortex pumping term in My described in the
N last paragraph also exhibits a similar dependence on L;.

o Finally, account should be taken of the influence of the nozzle flow field on the
- angular momentum flux. It is appropriate to assume that the residence time of gas
.{g. ' particles in the nozzle is so short compared to the period of coning oscillation that
Ky only small modification of the fluctuating angular momentum component occurs in
v the nozzle. This is one of several elements of the spinning rocket flow problem
L0 requiring additional study3!. The situation is complicated by the dominance of
::E; compressibility effects in the nozzle. An approximate correction for nozzle effects
128 is described later.
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7.3 CHARACTERISTICS OF GAS DYNAMIC DISTURBING MOMENT

It is useful to collect all the gas dynamic torques in to a single expression
showing the dependence on the angular velocity components. If this is done, the net
gas dynamic disturbing moment can be expressed in vector form as

y . NIH= 1\]31 +M32 +I\/I41 +NI42 = MXI + Myj (1 17)
1) \
5 where the pitch and yaw components of the torque can be written as
v
2 IMX = Ko+ Ko,
{My = Kjoy- Ko,
e and
3 K, =§[Bm(r><- €A+ H_(0)+B, DD, +F, -H )]
i (-‘»'-.
k5 (118)

‘g

K =Z [Bmm(‘ € A+ Hp(M) - Bpy(V(Dpy + Fpy - Hm(i))]

2

‘ m
ke
‘l
’::",t
Equation (117) emphasizes the important fact that the net gasdynamic disturbing
Aol torque My is proportional to the nutation angular velocity perturbation. My
\ ’{j represents a linear response to the vehicle wobbling. The spacecraft and the
:_j combustion gases contained within the rocket motor constitute a closed loop. selt-
b excited oscillatory system. Figure 44 shows the orientation of My relative to the
J nutation angular velocity perturbation vector @' and the jet damping moment Mj.
. In order for the system to exhibit unstable growth, it is necessary that My have a
*':: component in the same direction as ' that is larger than the magnitude of the jet
&'

“

5

damping. The magnitude of Mf\l and its phase angle ¢ relative to ' can be
2xpressed in terms of the functions Kjand Kas

7 2 , ‘
My =IMyl=, /K| +K, mxy'—‘I\way

-

<2

S

3

-::1\- K2 (l 19)

- Kl

e i
. : . . . |
o where ®,, Is the magnitude of the projection of the angular velocity perturbation

cn the pitch-yaw plane as before. This plainly shows that the gasdynamic moment

e X
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N
0.
e
R
. ;f; is directly proportional to the magnitude of the wobbling amplitude, ®yy. Thus, the
-'3, necessary conditions for nutation instability are:
R
M;cosd >0
.;:.: Hoos? (120)
"
\ M M
\; oS¢ > | JI
: X Or, using the results of the jet damping expression in equation (43), the condition
i for instability can be expressed by the simple inequality
g
3 K;=K K
:__\-:_\' 1= Kpcos ¢ >-Kj, (121)
g
s where Kis always a negative quantity as shown in Section 5.
'::j.‘-‘, It is not possible to determine by inspection of the numerous expressions
e superimposed to form K; and K, whether these conditions for instability can be
s met. Their complexity also makes it difficult to determine by inspection which
N geometric and flow field parameters control the system stability; this is best done
o by numerical means as described in Section 8. However, a few key features can be
S pointed out at this juncture. Equation (116), which describes one of the main
k- contributions to My shows the primary importance of the location of the nozzle
‘s relative to the vehicle mass center as shown by the linear dependence on L,. Also,
the direct dependence on the mass flow rate m is indicated. It should be noted that
the jet damping factor Kj depends on these parameters in the same manner.
222
:'jQ 7.4 CALCULATION OF NUTATION GROWTH RATE
.
b‘ All elements of the spacecraft system description required for a detailed nutation
o stability assessment are now available. This is somewhat superfluous, since the
.' :'_Z; conditions for stability have already been deduced by inspection of the moments. !
Ny However, it is appropriate to verify the interpretations leading to the stability i
ﬁJ_';-r' inequalities of the last subsection. Also, expressions for the coning growth rate can |
W be found, which are useful in comparisons to the experimental data from spacecraft i
®: telemetry. ‘|
;_‘.:Z'_C The spacecraft dynamics model as set forth in Section 3 can be employed to find J
v the nutation growth rate. The lateral angular motion is described by means of .
o Euler's equation, which is best expressed in the compact form
e do /dt -Bjw = & (M). (122)
'_"i,:
- ';f:- The spacecraft angular velocity vector, m, and the disturbing moment are
.
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represented in complex form by

W=0-10
, X y (123) |
t M=Mx'lMy

as before (see the development leading to equation (35)). M, and My are now
interpreted to be the gasdynamic moment components as defined in equation (117).

The effect of jet damping is included in the complex frequency B; for convenience, |

since the jet damping moment vector is always parallel to the lateral angular
velocity vector, and has the opposite sense. That is,

-

R X XX R

BJ = (0 + ils) (124)

| where oy  is the jet damping growth rate !
3
.J
| ay = o K], (125)
‘ which is always a negative (stabilizing) quantity. Equation (44) gives an approxi- |
4 mate expression for the jet damping factor Kj. Also, it is appropriate to write in
{ complex form
. OM = d Myexp(i ¢) = Ky, (126)

where ¢ is the phase angle between the perturbing moment and the spacecraft ‘l
: perturbation angular velocity vector as defined in equation (119). Notice that both

the gasdynamic driving and the jet damping are proportional to the moment scaling
¢ parameter d defined earlier as

- o -

= My/110,2= poRo* vyl @,
: Thus equation (122) becomes

dw/dt -Bjo = Ky, (127) |
which gives for the rate of change of the lateral angular velocity:

do/dt = [BJ+ SKH]O) (128)
=[((lj+ 8K1)+ i()s+5K2)](0.
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Equation (128) is easily solved if it is assumed that the spacecraft and motor
parameters change slowly with time. Thus the approximate solution is

LTl
LT

L3

e el el

-~ ® = Woexp @ +8Ky)+ i(hg+ 3Kt (129)
N
-\ﬁ where @, is the instantaneous amplitude of the lateral angular rate. This indicates
_"- that the instantaneous growth rate of the lateral angular velocity perturbation is

Ay

i a = (oy+ 8Ky) = (5Kj+ 8Ky), (130) 1
Sody

K i"; which is equivalent to equation (121). That is, the growth rate is positive, indica- )
" 5 ting instability, whenever K| is greater than - K;.

Sou _ Thereis also a.frequency.modiﬁcau'on generated by the gasdynamic torque. The

TN instantaneous vehicle wobbling frequency becomes
o

. A= (A + 8Ky) (131)

¥

o] and A is the free precession frequency as before. Since K; and K are intimately

S reiated as can be seen in equation (118), it is to be expected that large growth rate

4600 changes seen in coning data should correlate with perturbations in the disturbance

T frequency. This in fact can be seen in the data. For example the frequency and

growth rate plots for WESTAR V (see Figures (5) and (15)) show this clearly.

;:;:: Before undertaking detailed spacecraft simulation computations, it is useful to

.gz?\ determine the orders of magnitudes of the various terms. Figure 45 is a plot of the

._r?'"‘ two dimensionless parameters 8K; and 3Kj as functions of time evaluated for the

D WESTAR spacecraft configuration. The computational algorithm is described in

R the next section. The same functions are plotted in dimensional form in Figure 46

s so that the units are (ft-1b)/(rad/sec). Multiplying by the value of the perturbation

3 3'3 angular velocity present in the system at a corresponding time gives the magnitude

:,' of the internally generated torques acting on the system. At the end of the burn, the

r g observed angular velocity disturbance was about 24 degrees/sec (0.42 radians/sec). ]
- Thus at 85 seconds after ignition the jet damping torque is approximately - 40 ft-Ib

.3 & compared to the gasdynamic moment of 84 ft-lb. Notice that the jet damping

400G dominates early in the motor burn. Then about midway through the burn the

". system becomes unstable. The growth rate (dimensional) at 85 seconds is o =

®: 0,(8K;+8K[)=0.30 sec'l. This agrees closely with the observed behavior described

in detail in Section 2. (Note that conversion from dimensionless to dimensional
w" form of growth rates and frequencies is accomplished by multiplying by the spin
1*':~ rate ).
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W Other investigators have preferred to express the growth in terms of the "time-
K constant” in assumed exponential growth. It will be noted that the time constant is

the simply the inverse of the growth rate. Thus, the average time constant over the
. last 7 seconds of motor burn reported for Westar V of 5.27 seconds corresponds to
3 a growth rate of 0.189. It would appear that the validity of the proposed
> gasdynamic instability mechanism is convincingly established.

. Figure 47 shows the calculated instantaneous growth rate (dimensional) for the
WESTAR V spacecraft. The results shown are in reasonable agreement with the
measured growth rate data presented in Figure 15. Figure 48 shows how the phase

v angle varies through the motor run. The disturbing moment lags the perturbation

b anfular velocity vector (see Figure 44) by an increasingly greater angle as the burn

rrogresses. However, the magnitude of the disturbing torque is also rapidly

growing during the last few seconds and the largest projection of My on ® occurs

¥ dunng this time period.

Figure 49 shows the predicted effect of the gasdynamic disturbance on the
spacecraft nutation frequency. The results are in good qualitative agreement with
3 the experimental frequency data shown in Figure §.

N The next section of the report carries the testing of the model further by applying
: it in the form of a detailed simulation of the spacecraft motion during the entire
A motor burn for a variety of vehicle motor combinations for which experimental
data exist. Only in this way can a truly comprehensive test of validity be
accomplished.

b 119

.-,
X3

‘.l

AL A T A A AT AT T 4 AT L TN e e T ot A L e
Aoyt R AT e ,u\ Loty SRR WA AN RS, fot N AR ANY



”,

(A dHISIM) dwl] SA ajey Yimouy snosuejuesusg e OLDQ.NL\

(Spuodeg) uoj3juby J4e3y swyy
a6 as al a9 as v ot oc ar (7]

T T T T T T T T N.l

— bujdweg 30

0

Y]

L
=
-

910y YIMOJy 2N

Il
b |
L]

buiarag ojweudpsey 4

N
(,-9398S) o ‘93Ry YimouH snosuwjueRisur

&
™




o — w Ml o ola o e ol A o4l de. aa- g S e oha ol gd aia alh ad a-h 4 o o) |

98

v ny X \
':»‘s‘s«\r

»

Time After Ignition (Seconds)
Phase Lag of Disturbing Moment (WESTAR V)

Figure 48.

lllgl‘illl
S
~ 3 8 R 2 3 2 R} oz C

4.~ (seoubog) ) ‘o) Buy eseyy

..: 121




|

el dlak may das Hax Aat Mok el el ek el Shadh Jafih Sl el d e

a afhh 2o _bn i oa- i g ad. _faz d

AJduanbaJ4 buiuc) uo aauequnisig o1weuApsey jo0 398443 °‘6b 94nbiy
(SpuU02eg) uoy31uby sy ewy
86 a8 al a9 as ab ac ac a1 o
L ) ] L] L L4 L ¥ ] Q
41

Aouenbeuy bBujuo) [ea)308400y]

//\/

L

v

Aouenbeu 4 peqguiniuey

M N

©w 0
Aouanbauy uoj3einy ssajuojsusui(g

O @ N

122




oo

s IR

-
)

P

‘ o

-
-
e

e el

- -

=)o lwg

Rt SRR 5

i

= P S
- MK

b it

8.0 COMPARISON OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS TO FLIGHT DATA

All elements of the spacecraft system description required for a detailed nutation
stability assessment have now been assembled in a form that makes possible their
application to actual vehicle configurations. The spacecraft dynamical model was
set forth in Section 3. Sections 5-7 describe the calculation of the reaction moment
acting on the spacecraft as a result of excitation of unsteady gas motions within the
combustion chamber. In addition to the jet damping reaction moment, several
other gasdynamic interactions were identified and analyzed. These are combined to
form a complete spacecraft dynamic simulation. Since the geometry and spacecraft
mass properties change during motor operation, the Euler equations are solved
numerically. Figure 50 is a block diagram of the computer algorithm that
integrates all the elements of the analysis and enables their application in the
simulation of an actual spacecraft system.

In this section, the computational model is exercised strenuously to determine its
ability to describe what actually takes place in flight. Attention is first directed to
the PAM-D series of spacecraft, which used the STAR-48 motor. The WESTAR V
systemn is used as a model for this set of vehicles, since a fairly detailed description
of the spacecraft %eometry and physical parameters was made available by
McDonnell Douglas'. The SGS-II (Stage 2) mission provides an excellent case to
test the modeling of the other STAR-48 propelled vehicles, since its mass properties
and geometry are quite different from the WESTAR V spacecraft properties. As
described in Section 2, this vehicle was equipped with a nutation control device that
was not activated during the motor run since the nutation rate did not exceed the
+20 deadband (see Figure 17). If the gasdynamics coning model cannot predict this

major difference in behavior, resulting apparently only when spacecraft properties
are changed without changes in motor parameters, then this would be cause to reject
it as a viable representation of the nutation instability problem.

The analysis is also applied to two of the STAR 37E vehicles (IMP-H and
TELESAT-C). None of the STAR 37E flights exhibited sigaificant nutation
instability. Again, if the model were to generate results not agreement with these
observations, then it would be of questionable applicability.

As a final test of validity, the analytical results are applied to the geometry and
motor parameters describing a PAM-DII spacecraft, the RCA-Ku-Band that
exhibited coning in a recent shuttle satellite launch operation. Since there are
extensive differences between this vehicle and the earlier PAM-D spacecraft, it is
important to determine the capability of the analysis to properly reflect these
differences in the coning behavior. Unfortunately, a detailed description of the
RCA-Ku-Band coning data was not* available for comparison to the predictions. It
will be of interest later to determine how closely the analysis comes to being a truly
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predictive tool. It is expected that some differences in coning growth rate and final
cone angle should result because of the several assumptions and simplifications that
were made in the calculations as described in Section 7. Also, since the final cone
angle is sensitive to the initial amplitude of the coning rate at motor ignition and the

o -
«-#r

A
- exact length of motor burn, then differences between predicted and actual behavior
N are to be expected.
b
' 8.1 SIMULATION OF WESTAR V NUTATION OSCILLATIONS
v, .
d
}.'j To test the validity of the theory in a complete way, it is necessary to determine
« the spacecraft/gas combined motion over the entire period of motor operation.
W This means that the effects of slow changes in spacecraft and motor parameters

must be accounted for; the Euler equaticns now have time-varying coefficients and
numerical integration must be employed. Variations with time of spacecraft
K geometric parameters such as mass, moments of inertia, and center of mass location
were represented by polynomial fits of the dynamical data supplied by McDonnell
" Douglas. The motor parameters were handled in similar fashion. The chamber
radius and fineness ratio, mass flow rate, and nozzle throat area are all represented
“ by polynomial fits of actual motor test data. Figures 51-53 show plots of some of
. these functions vs time. Figures 54 and S5 are graphs of the moment scaling

£ arameter 8 and the Rossby number € vs time for the WESTAR V data. The
N p Y
o Rossby number decreases with time, which implies that inertial wave energy is
W more likely to accumulate in the chamber near the end of the motor run with a
- resulting increase in interaction with the spacecraft dynamics. This is clearly
3 indicated in Figure 54; the interaction moment scaling parameter increases rapidly
“‘2,3 during the latter part of the motor run. This is due both to the increase in motor
o size and to the decrease in spacecraft lateral moment of inertia. The explanation for
¥ the appearance of coning instability late in motor operation is obvious when the
properly nondimensionalized dynamics problem is formulated. For emphasis, the
o behavior of the moment scaling parameter 8 which determines the effectiveness of
\ ! the fluid dynamics interactions (including the jet damping) in altering the spacecraft
R coning motion, clearly describes the time-history of the disturbing moment. Study
o of the manner in which & changes during the motor run provides an approximate
picture of the expected influence of the gasdynamic driving.
s
3 Figure 45 shows the dimensionless jet damping moment. It is clear that the
oy magnitude of the jet damping also increases with time, mainly as a result of the
! increasing distance between the center of mass and the nozzle. The gasdynamic
, moments are dependent not only on the mass center location, but are also very
by dependent on motor combustion chamber radius, and nozzle area. The time-
‘s dependent gas interactions dominate near the end of the motor run. This effect is
f also indicated in Figure 47. Plots of the instantaneous jet damping growth rate and
3 the net growth rate including the driving effects are superposed. The jet damping
g7
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dominates the motion initially, and the system angular velocity amplitude decays
for the first few seconds of motor operation. It is interesting to note that if only the
classical jet damping was present, the rate amplitude decay would be expected to
increase rapidly during the motor run as shown in the lower part of Figure 10.
There is no evidence in the flight data (upper part of Figure 10) to indicate that this
happens. In fact the damping does not increase during the early part of the motor
run in the anticipated manner. The net damping rate shown in the Figure 47 is
much more representative of what actually occurs. The computations indicate that
the perturbing moment fluctuates in amplitude exibiting both damping and forcing
of nutation at different periods of the motor run. On the average, the driving
increases toward the end of the run because of the increasing motor diameter and
the forward travel of the center of mass relative to the propulsion system.

The growth rate plot in Figure 47 was based on evaluation of a truncated series
for the velocity fluctuations with m=n=25 (625 inertial modes) . It was found that
at least this many modes must be evaluated for converged results. Much of the
numerical data shown in this section was based on a larger number of inodes.
Figure 56 shows how the growth rate result depends on the number of inertial
modes used to represent the gas response. The series converges if approximately 30
terms in the axial mode integer and 30 terms in the radial mode integer are
accumulated. That is, about 900 modes must be evaluated in determining the
response of the combustion gases to the spacecraft motion. System growth rate
calculations spaced every 5 seconds were adequate to give acceptable plotting
resolution; a cubic spline routine provides the intermediate points needed in the
numerical integration of the equations of motion.

The growth rate calculations were carried out in parallel with the numerical
integration of the Euler dynamical equations. A fourth order predictor-corrector
algorithm was employed. Figure 57 shows the predicted lateral angular rates for
WESTAR V for the entire motor run. Figure 58 is the last part of the nutation
growth on a larger scale to emphasize the detail. It would appear that a very
acceptable simulation of the spacecraft wobbling motion has been produced. It
would be appropriate at this point to review the assumptions that were made in
producing the plots of Figures 57 and 58. It is emphasized that only the actual
motor and spacecraft geometrical functions were used. Actual nozzle radius,
nozzle length, CG location, spacecraft mass and moment of inertia, measured spin
rate from the flight, and mass flow rate from motor static test data were used. Since
a detailed representation of the gas flow through the nozzle was not available, the
phase angle changes through were ignored, but an approximation for the lateral
angular momentum losses in the nozzle was included by reducing the disturbing
torque by 20% of the predicted value. The most important assumption made in the
modeling was the simplification of the motor combustion chamber shape, which
was represented by a best fit cylinder.
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Figure 14 shows the actual WESTAR V yaw rate pyro signul. In companing this
with the simulated lateral angular rate, shown in Frgures 37 und 3801t can be seen
that the mujor features of the actual moton are well reproduced by the nahvtical
model despite the various assumptions. The short burst of growth seen i the duta
between 1320 and 1330 seconds on the WESTAR V tmehne 1s net reproduced
accurately in the simulation. However, as the growth ruie plots iFigure 47)
indicates, there 1s evidence in the simulated results that a simular imcresse i gronth
rate should occur in this time period. One should not expect the approvimuate results
to produce a detailed time history because of the simplitications in the development
of the motor burning surtace distribution brought about by the use of the
cvlindrical representation. The assumed mean tlow pattern clearly does not
represeiit all of the subtle changes that occur during the rearession ot the burning
surface in the actual motor. The rapid transition to an end-burinng contiguration
takes place during this time period. It is also hikely that other mechanisms such us
slag deposition, nozzle motions, and tlexing of the spacecratt structure are involved
in the generation of the fine structure of the actual rute data. What 1s most
important is that the most significant features of the coning instability are
represented without consideration of anything but the motor gas flow interactions.
The 1nitial decay, the transition to coning growth at approximately 30 seconds after
1ignition, and the subsequent rapid coning growth during the tinal 10-15 seconds of
motor operation are all very convincingly reproduced in the simulation. For
emphasis, no parameter adjustments (other than the reduction of the gasdynamic
impulse to account for nozzle losses) were employed in the simulations. All
paraumeters are taken to be those scaled directly trom motor and spacecraft prints
and from dynamics d-.ta supplied by McDonnell Douglas.

Another effect of the gasdynamic interactions is the modification of the
wobbling frequency as discussed in the last section. This comes about because the
disturbing moment vector lags the angular velocity vector as illustrated in Figure
44. The phase lag angle for the WESTAR V flight is plotted vs time in Figure 48.
Since the phase angle is fairly large during coning growth, then there is a sizable
torque component normal to the rate vector. Inspection of the equations of motion
shows that this directly modifies the nutation frequency. Figure 49 shows the
WESTAR V nutation frequency history with the calculated perturbations
superimposed. These predictions should be compared to the actual flight data shown
in Ficure 5. Although one would not expect close agreement because of the
simplifving assumptions used in the analysis. there is indication that the predicted
trends arc in reasonable agreement with the observations. In particular. the
calculations show that the nutation frequency should be larger, on the average. over
the last part of the motor burn indicating that the disturbing moment lags the
angular velocity disturbance. This behavior is clearly depicted in the telemetry
data.
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8.2 SIMULATION OF SGSII (STAGE 2) NUTATION
’ Since the second stage of the SGSII vehicle also utilized the STAR 48 motor and
o spin stabilization with a higher rate of rotation, it makes a very valuable test case.
w. The spacecraft mass and moments of inertia are much larger than the typical PAM-
N D vehicles and therefore would be expected to display considerably different
'™ response to the coning perturbations. The second stage, and the SGSII third stage
‘ that also used a STAR 48 motor, were both equipped with nutation control
N packages’ to damp any coning tendencies. This system worked well in keeping the
o third stage lateral rates 2 degrees per second deadband. The attitude control system
N was not activated during the stage 2 motor operation, so it is of interest to test the
ot present model to see if it properly predicts what was observed. Figure 59 shows the
o calculated net growth rate vs time for SGSII (Stage 2). The general response to the
. changes in system geometry with time are similar to the PAM-D results except that
LD the amplitude of positive growth in the last fifteen seconds is considerably lower
! than the PAM-D. Figure 60 shows the vehicle motion with the gasdynamic driving
o effects represented. The initial lateral rate was estimated from actual flight data.
i, As usual, there is a decay in amplitude for the first half of the motor run followed
_ by coning growth in the last twenty seconds. However, the amplitude does not grow
o beyond about four degrees in the simulation. This is very similar to what was
- observed in flight as described in Section 2. Again, the pronounced burst of growth
::f before the final coning growth is not accurately represented. However, the
o simulation shows a fine structure not unlike that portrayed in the flight data shown
in Figure 17. A major difference is the behavior of the actual vehicle at motor
; taildown showing a rapid decay. A second SGS-II flight did not exhibit this feature.
%
- 8.3 SIMULATION OF STAR-37E VEHICLES
Prior to the PAM-D experience, there was a series of spin stabilized orbit
o raising vehicles powered by the smaller STAR-37E motor. One reason the PAM-D
¥ coning problem was not anticipated was that no hint of such a problem was
observed in these earlier, and very similar, vehicles. Again, it is useful to test the
o proposed gasdynamic interaction theory in a predictive fashion with motor and
b spacecraft data representative of these missions. Two cases were chosen on the
j basis that the spacecraft dynamic characteristics were significantly different. These
- are the IMP-H and the TELESAT-C missions. Figures 61 and 62 show the growth
rate vs time and resulting lateral angular rate vs time for the IMP-II. It is very
interesting that there is a small positive growth at the very last of the burn resulting
in a barely discernible increase in yaw and pitch rate amplitude. It would appear
::n that had the motor run been longer (the STAR 37E burn time is about half the
! length of the STAR 48 burn), a more noticeable coning growth might have been
\; observed.
.
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K Figures 63 and 64 show similar results for the TELESAT-C. The different
: dynamical configuration is apparent in the lower oscillation frequency. Again,
N there is a slight tendency for coning growth in the last few seconds of motor burn,

but only a very small final cone angle results. These predictions appear to be
. consistent with the actual flight data. Unfortunately no rate gyroscope data was
Y collected preventing a detailed comparison. It would appear that a small coning
. growth did occur based on accelerometer data as indicated in Table 1.

-

' 8.4 SIMULATION OF PAM-DII NUTATION BEHAVIOR

n ¢
o~

s
- -

It is of considerable importance to be able to predict the potential coning
problems in new spacecraft configurations. This was attempted at an early stage in
- the present program before launch of the first PAM-DII spacecraft. The analysis
. used in that attempt included the effect of only a single inertial mode, since it had
been anticipated that only the lowest order modes would be excited by vehicle
: wobbling. On this basis, it appeared that coning should not occur in the DII because
¢ of the low fineness ratio oblate combustion chamber shape, which for the first
: transverse inertial mode would not have produced instability. Because of the
failure of the oversimplified version of the model, it was realized that only by
properly superimposing many inertial modes could the gas response be adequately
represented. Previous sections of the report have detailed the complete analysis.

It is now proper to test the results using mass property data for an actual PAM-
N DII flight vehicle, the RCA-Ku-Band spacecraft. The actual rate gyroscope data
¥ for the mission had not yet been made available for comparison to the predictions at
the time of writing. It will be of great interest to determine the correspondence to
. the flight data at a later time. It is also to be hoped that the model can be exeicised
' in a true predictive mode for future DII missions. Figure 65 shows the RCA (PAM-
- DII) predicted coning growth rate vs time. As in the PAM-D series, the system
" exhibits instability starting at about 50 seconds after ignition. The growth rate
. remains small until about 80 seconds when two peaks appear followed by a large
- peak growing to a maximum value of about 0.4 sec’! (time constant = 2.5) just
before burnout. Some of the fine scale changes in the growth rate may not show up
in the plots since the plotting resolution was 5 seconds. This is especially true after
the 80 second point when fairly large perturbations are present. Since the burn
ti:ne is fong, about 118 seconds, significant coning growth takes place even though
. the maximum growth rate is somewhat smaller than that experienced in the STAR
> 48 missions. Figure 66 illustrates the predicted spacecraft response. A final angular
rate of about 40 degrees per second in predicted, which is apparently of the order of
magnitude of the disturbance measured by the flight instrumentation.

-

r

It is of interest to note that had the motor operation been terminated at about 85
seconds, no important coning growth would have appeared. That is, if the motor

e
- -
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:‘;}E stopped after a run time equal to that of the STAR 48 motor, nutation instability
) would not have been observed. This appears to be partially the result of the
] difference in chamber shapes. The IPSM motor has a significantly smaller fineness
- ratio than the STAR 48; in fact it is roughly oblate in shape whilst the STAR 48
?‘;» combustion chamber is prolate for most of the motor run. Similarly, if a PAM-D
) ;-j motor were to have an increased web thickness, and attendant increase in burn time,
:: then much larger coning growth wouid have occurred (all other parameters
L)

remaining equal). A preliminary sensitivity was carried out, as discussed in the

D next section, which showed that smuller combustion chamber fineness ratio results
i in relatively less nutation growth.

g

i 8.5 OTHER FEATURES OF THE ANALYTICAL RESULTS

n

D To conclude this section, it is useful to emphasize that the analysis predicts
o several features of a subtle nature seen in the flight data . For example, as the high-
o resolution angular rate data show, the growth of the nutation is far from a smoothly
‘;; varying function of time. There is usually evidence of several periods of intense
e growth before the final rapid growth at the end of the motor run. These are also
i apparent in the frequency data. It is of interest that the simulations made with the
e - analytical model predict very similar behavior. Figure 65 is a good example of this
ot effect. The largest peaks appear to be correlated with changes in the slope of the

mass flow rate within the motor caused by geometry variations as the grain surface
. recedes. Such changes would be reflected in the amount of vortex stretching in the
XN nozzle entrance region and could, therefore, affect the important time-dependent

- flow interactions taking place there. This feature of the phenomenon is worthy of
o further study.

1 Although the comparisons between the theoretical results and the flight
;:‘,_g, measurements do not display exact agreement, it must be pointed out that the orders
) of magnitude of the net coning growth and the event times, such as appearance of
= periods of increased nutation driving, are in reasonable agreement with the data. It
R should be noted that the analysis correctly predicts what actually took place in four
"y completely different spacecraft/motor systems. Thus, there is considerable hope
o that with further development and refinement, especially in terms of the handling
AL of the mean flow field and chamber geometry effects, the model can be made into a
e useful design tool.
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jre 9. CORRECTIVE PROCEDURES

s It is quite useful to summarize what has been learned in this study regarding the
‘ sensitivity of the coning instability to key physical parameters. Although only

14 preliminary evaluations of this kind could be made before the research program

b ' ended, some of these findings are pertinent and should be documented . It is likely
R that continued refinement of the numerical model will lead to somewhat different

,_ interpretations at a later time. On the basis of the current understanding of the

o results, suggestions are made for avoidance of nutation instability at the design stage

’ A of the spacecraft or the solid propellant propulsion system. Also, suggestions for

b developing corrective procedures in existing systems are set forth.

L L%

y 9.1 SENSITIVITY OF CONING TO SPACECRAFT/ MOTOR PARAMETERS

,'.’

A8 It is of interest to assess the sensitivity of the coning instability to key physical

N parameters. This is done in a preliminary fashion in what follows. No attempt

b could be made to account for all interactions between parameters, so only the local

I sensitivity is represented. For example, the effect of nozzle throat radius is

o estimated by varying R; while all other parameters are left unchanged. Thus

Q.g. account is not take of the effect this would have on the motor chamber pressure,

;Z:, burning rate, and mass flow rate. Later models should include a complete motor

o) internal ballistic simulation in order that all linkages between variables are
" properly represented. The results presented here give only an approximate

o indication of the sensitivity for very small changes in the parameters.

Ve

::3' Flight measurements have indicated that the coning phenomenon is not

:::' particularly sensitive to spin rate, thus it is of interest to see if the gasdynamic

i instability model sheds any light on this finding. Since the rotational energy stored

~‘.) in the vehicle spin is the ultimate reservoir from which the coning wobble must

Wy draw its energy, it would seem that reducing the spin rate would be beneficial.

o Figure 67 shows the effect of motor spin rate on nutation growth rate assessed at the

}::: 75 second burn time in the WESTAR V, STAR 48 system. Lowering the spin rate

" from the standard range (about S0 RPM) is seen to have little effect until a very low

rate, say about 10 RPM is reached. The sensitivity to rotation rate is very nonlinear

WA as shown. This nonlinearity appears to explain the flight observations in a quite

gj- satisfactory way; no flight spin rate was below the knee of the curve as shown.

159

'!e,: | The importance of the nozzle entrance size has been indicated in the analysis in

: terms of its affect on vortex stretching, which significantly influences the amount of

X nutation growth. The numerical evaluations clearly verify this as shown in Figure

::: 68. One possible reason for the appearance of the coning instability in the PAM-D

1‘, systems is that the nearly spherical motor configuration leads to a rather small value

0o for the ratio of the throat radius to the combustion chamber radius. A smaller

‘;;.
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nozzle entrance places the entrance region at an optimal radial position in terms of
angular momentum transport. The relative lateral gas motions are largest near the
motor centerline, and the flux of lateral angular momentum is enhanced when the
nozzle entrance is small. The nozzle submergence sensitivity comes about in a
similar manner. Figure 69 shows the effect of submergence on the growth rate.
Examination of Figures 40 and 42 will show that moving the nozzle into the
chamber places it at a region of larger values of the axial perturbation velocity
amplitude. The significance of this in terms of the lateral angular momentum
pumping was discussed in Section 6. Thus, over a certain range of submergence
lengths, the nutation growth is greatly enhanced. On this basis, it appears that
nozzle submergence is one of the key design factors affecting the coning instability
problem.

It has been emphasized several times that the severity of the nutation instability is
affected by the initial conditions at the beginning of the motor run. A small nutation
wobble is imparted to the spacecraft upon separation from the spin platform. This
motion persists throughout the pre-burn coast phase, and the residual nutation rate
just after motor ignition is typically of the order of 1 degree per second. It may be
that nonuniformities in the initiation of the propellant grain affect the initial
magnitude of the wobble, but there is little evidence of this in the telemetry data.
Figure 70 shows the effect of the residual nutation angular velocity amplitude on
the final coning amplitude at the end of burn. The initial conditions strongly affect
the final outcome of the instability growth. This result makes it clear that any
reduction in the initial coning is quite beneficial, and that it is possible to control the
coning problem effectively if means can be found to reduce the residual nutation at
ignition. If a longer preliminary coasting phase can be justified, then it may be
possible to employ simple passive nutation damping to reduce the final nutation
angle.

Figure 71 illustrates the lack of sensitivity of the coning growth rate to the
moment of inertia ratiol /I; Configurations tending toward an oblate mass
distribution (I/I; > 1) are only slightly better in terms of reduction of coning
growth. However, account was not taken in these estimates of the reduction in the
lever arm between the rocket motor and the vehicle center of mass that would
accompany increases in I /1I;.

Figure 72 shows the effect on final coning angular velocity of changing the
lateral moment of inertia I; without altering the roll moment of inertia. This is an
effective method for reducing the instability, because it directly affects the vehicle
response to the disturbing torques. Changes in spacecraft mass distribution in the
direction of a more prolate shape is beneficial due to increased inertial resistance to
lateral disturbing moments. This benefit could be negated if the moment arm, L,
between the motor and the mass center is increased in the process of increasing I;.
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WESTAR V System at 85 Sec After Ignition
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Figure 73 illustrates the sensitivity to the combustion chamber fineness ratio, b.
It is apparent that more prolate chambers produce larger growth, everything else
remaining equal. Earlier predictions of the gasdynamic interactions were based on
evaluation of only a single inertial mode in the representation of the unsteady
internal flow. It appeared from these estimates that oblate combustion chambers (b
< 1) would not generate coning instability. That same trend is evident in the more
complete analysis as Figure 73 indicates. More oblate combustion chambers show
relatively less coning growth. For the spacecraft configuration and burn time
evaluated, it appears that if the chamber L/D is less than about .7, serious coning
growth would not occur. This might appear to be contrary to the recent PAM-DII
experience. Coning occurred in those missions although the combustion chamber
shape remained oblate throughout the entiremotor run. Examination of the
simulation presented in Section 8 indicates that the DII growth rate was relatively
lower at, say t = 75 seconds corresponding to the numerical values shown in Figure
73. Thus the coning growth in the PAM-DII would appear to result from the long
motor burning period which was approximately 30 seconds longer than the STAR-
48 propelled missions.

Far more detailed sensitivity analyses than presented here should be undertaken
in the assessment of any actual system design. It will be important in the design
process to model all of the interactions between parameters in addition to the
isolated effect caused by changes in single parameters as is done in these
preliminary estimates.

9.2 MINIMIZATION OF CONING IN EXISTING VEHICLES

It is appropriate to indicate what design features or parameters might be
modified to reduce the coning in existing spacecraft. Unfortunately, it would
appear, on the basis of the analysis described herein, that there are very few
procedures that would decrease the amount of coning that do not require rather
major modifications of the spacecraft configuration. Assuming that changes to the
propulsion system cannot be undertaken, then there are apparently only two
spacecraft modifications (short of incorporation of active nutation attitude control
packages) that can reduce the coning.

The first, and by far the most practical modification is the reduction of the tipoff
angular velocities. If the initial spacecraft wobble can be reduced from 1 degree
per second to, say, 0.2 degrees per second, then a major reduction in final cone
angle would result as indicated in Figure 70. It is possible that a passive nutation
damping device could be employed during the pre-ignition coast. If the spacecraft

W carries liquids or structures capable of relative motion, care should be exercised,
h obviously, that tipoff wobbling is not enhanced by liquid sloshing or structural
o vibration during the pre-bumn coast.
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The only other spacecraft configuration changes that would yield a reduction in
coning is modification of the positioning of the propulsion system relative to the
spacecraft mass center, or redistributing the payload itself relative to the structure.
Figure 72 indicates that mass redistribution has an important effect on the nutation
instability if the lateral moment of inertia can be increased. For a given payload
mass, this would imply lengthening the vehicle. Since this also would cause an
increase in the motor/mass center distance, the effect on coning cannot be
determined without a detailed tradeoff computation. For a given vehicle there will
be an optimum mass distribution that yields the smallest coning growth. It is
expected that rather more prolate mass distributions would be best. Given the usual
situation that the vehicle layout is strongly conditioned by external constraints, then
mass redistribution is unlikely to be a practical undertaking.

The third procedure for reduction of coning amplitude is to decrease the vehicle
spin rate. As shown in Figure 67, it is possible to control the growth rate to any
degree required by selection of the appropriate spin angular velocity. However,
very small spin rates (of the order of a tenth of those currently used) would be
necessary to reduce final nutation angle to a desirable degree. This raises questions
related to the procedure now being employed for spin rate selection. This selection
process involves many tradeoffs and it is suggested that a critical review be
undertaken to determine the impact of using smaller rates of axial spin. It is
respectfully suggested that the effects of rocket motor unsteady internal ballistics be
incorporated into such discussions.

9.3 AVOIDANCE OF NUTATION INSTABILITY IN SYSTEM DESIGN

- The key to avoiding the coning phenomenon in the design of a new vehicle is a
sufficiently complete physical understanding of all potentially destabilizing
elements. For this discussion, it is assumed that the gasdynamics model correctly
represents the essential features of nutation instability as it was experienced in the
PAM-D missions. On this basis, it is possible to list various design features that can
be selected in such a way to minimize or avoid the nutation phenomenon.

Since the gas flow is directly involved in generating the instability, it is
appropriate to consider motor design characteristics that could be manipulated to
minimize coning. Unfortunately, most of the motor characteristics that affect
coning are strongly conditioned by external constraints. The nearly spherical shape
is dictated by performance considerations and by the need to minimize propulsion
system volume. For the same reasons, the nozzle length and throat radius tend to be
small. The most serious feature of this design from the coning standpoint is that the
motor radius is relatively large (compared to motor length and nozzle throat size).
This has a direct influence on the tendency to coning growth. The situation can be
improved by utilizing a more oblate combustion chamber shape. Large nozzle
submergence also directly affects the instability. Highly submerged nozzles
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are also dictated by the need to reduce motor length. It is possible that the use of
e smaller multiple nozzles with entrances placed as far as possible from the motor
axis would be beneficial. Also, application of annular or plug nozzle designs would
be useful in reducing the gasdynamic torques. Further study of these possibilities
e appears to be warranted.

e It was shown in the analysis that combusion effects do not appear to directly
> influence the coning growth. Thus, there appear to be no propellant modifications
that would be beneficial. However, a faster burning rate is advantageous, since the

it length of the motor burn would then be shortened and the nozzle throat size would
q‘.{ . be increased. Any design feature which tends to shorten the motor run will reduce
::3::. the final vehicle cone angle. It is possible that new case materials will allow the -
i application of the higher operating pressures associated with faster burning
propellants without a serious weight penalty.
el
:." % Finally, a brief review will be made of spacecraft geometrical features that
:: X affect coning. A layout which maximizes the lateral moment of inertia is desirable.
.:::.. Mass distributions that increase I; also tend to increase the lever arm between the
ke mass center and the motor, which in turn increases the disturbing moment. Thus
";' these would appear to be opposing factors. However, the net affect on the coning
S8 growth rate is represented by the ratio of the CG distance to the lateral moment of
e inertia, L.p/I;. Since the moment of inertia depends on the square of a
Jine characteristic vehicle length, and Lcg is linearly proportional to that length, then
e increased lateral moment of inertia would appear to be a desirable layout option. It
is highly recommended that vehicle layouts be studied that bury the propulsion
e system as deeply within the structure and as close to the mass center as possible. In

the PAM-D spacecraft, the motor is suspended behind the mass center with the
payload well forward. A better layout would be to surround the propulsion system

W

" to the greatest possible de_grge .by the payload. If ch can be kept nearly zero, then

) coning growth would be minimized.
. K ’
™
;::g:' As expected, most spacecraft design features that affect nutation growth are
‘:: strongly conditioned by external constraints. What is required is a design
gc: optimization procedure that incorporates a complete system simulation algorithm.

> It weuld then be possible to determine the best set of configuration parameters that
g simultaneously satisfies the set of external constraints and minimizes nutation
Kb instability tendencies. The interactions between variables are so complex that no
" " simple design rules are apparent at this juncture. It is strongly suggested that
3 . necessary design software development be undertaken. Inclusion of the gasdynamic :
A driving effects is clearly required. .
R
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10.0 EXPERIMENTAL STUDIES

A very ambitious experimental program was undertaken in support of the
analytical and computational tasks described in this report. These studies are
described very briefly in this section. Although the experimental results did not
play a decisive role in the resolution of the PAM-D nutation instability problem,
much useful information was generated, and methods that can be further developed
in future work were devised. Progress was also made in building a comprehensive
cold flow facility for future study of rotating flows.

An important experimental task was to verify the existence of inertial pressure
oscillation in the presence of a mean flow. Critics of the work presented in this
report, have often based their objections on the incorrect concept that inertial waves
can be sustained only in closed systems. It is certainly true that a vast amount of the
experimental research on rotating flows has concentrated on contained fluids. The
recent work on nutation instability of liquid filled projectiles is an excellent
example20-28, However, careful perusal of the literature shows that there are many
examples of inertial wave effects in situations involving a superposed mean flow.
Many such effects can be observed in nature. A favorite example of the present
writer is the complex time-dependent motions observed in the atmosphere of
Jupiter. Many of the phenomena invoked in the analytical discussions in earlier
sections can be seen in the Jovian atmosphere on a grand scale. For instance, vortex
stretching and inertial wave effects dominate the atmospheric dynamics of that
rapidly spinning planet.

It is obviously true that wave energy induced in a spinning gas flow by wobbling
of the chamber will be convected out of the system through the nozzle. However, in
situations of this type, one must account for the possibility of accumulation of
energy in the wave system. In other words, an energy gain/loss balance must be
considered. In fact, as should be clear from the analysis, convection and vortex
stretching are important factors in the production of nutation disturbing moments.
Thus an important task was to demonstrate that inertial waves could be sustained in
the presence of mean flow convection.

10.1 DESCRIPTION OF EXPERIMENTAL TASKS
The principal goals of the experimental program were to:
® Develop flow visualization techniques to promote physical
understanding of the flow effects in spinning chambers with

mean through flow.

®  Develop methods for measuring unsymmetrical pressure
waves in spinning, nutating chambers.
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id

‘E';, ®  Develop techniques for precision unsteady velocity field

oy, measurements in rotating systems using laser-doppler
anemometry.

&

W\ Additional targets of opportunity appeared during the course of the program,
s and initial steps were taken to implement some of these. For example, it became
g clear that there is a great need to demonstrate procedures for measuring unsteady

flow fields in laboratory scale spinning rocket motor firings. An experiment of this
sort was designed, and part of the necessary equipment was organized during the

X program.

Q"

g»‘ The most valuable experiments proved to be those in which the complex time-
Y dependent flow in the spinning chamber could be made visible. These were of great
' utility in guiding the analytical efforts. The next sections briefly describe what was
;i‘ learned from each of the experiments.

Iy

}:: 10.2 FLOW VISUALIZATION EXPERIMENTS

e

I The earlier work of Fultz41 provided the guidance for the flow visualization of
N inertial waves. His study involved the excitation of symmetrical inertial modes in a

o spinning cylindrical chamber by means of a reciprocating piston arranged to

- oscillate along the longitudinal axis. Dye particles within the liquid rendered the

o fluid response visible, and photographs were made using a camera carried with the
’ turntable.

bt

0 We devised a modification of Fultz' experimental setup to simulate the
el unsymmetrical inertial waves that would be driven by nutational wobbling of a
f:, rocket chamber. It is useful to think of the walls of the chamber as oscillating
o pistons in the generation of an inertial wave response. Using a piston mounted

- parallel to, but off the axis of spin made it possible to excite the same wave patterns
A expected in a spinning rocket chamber. A vidicon camera mounted with the test
::: chamber on the turntable allowed the resultant wave motions to be monitored
_,:: visually. Ink was introduced into the chamber by use of an automatically acti-ated

R syringe to make the flow field visible. The ability to control the driving rate

independently of the chamber spin rate made it easy to investigate various inertial

2 modes. As expected, the lowest order inertial modes were most easily activated,
t and it was verified that both mode shapes and frequencies matched the classical

»}', theoretical results. A video tape of numerous runs was produced.

96

M 10.3 MEASUREMENT OF UNSYMMETRICAL INERTIAL PRESSURE FIELD

K

%:., The pressure field in a spinning, nutating rocket is expected to be dominated by

L::' inertial wave motions. To verify the theoretical treatment of this part of the

g
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) problem, a series of measurements were undertaken using the test facility
g, developed for flow visualization as described above. A sensitive hydrophone was
S employed to measure the pressure fluctuations. Water was used as the working
el fluid. This is acceptable in these simulations, since compressibility is not a factor in
o the phenomena of interest. In the rocket motor situation, compressibility effects
L;'. are not activated at the low frequencies associated with the coning motion (of the
',::{, order of 1 Hz or less). Figure 74 shows a typical set of pressure measurements
Y demonstrating a resonant peak close to the frequency of the first unsymmetrical
' inertial mode. This particular mode proved quite easy to excite, and was the one
s : responsible for the flow patterns recorded in the flow visualization experiments.
%
¥ The apparatus was modified to simulate the flow through a rocket chamber.
" Liquid was introduced through a porous surface at the top of the cylinder and
pumped in a continuous loop through a nozzle at the lower closure. The piston
WA arrangement again proved valuable as a means for exciting unsummetrical inertial
o waves. When flow was introduced into the rotating chamber, the expected vortex
e core was observed to form along the axis. Much effort was expended to prevent air
‘-}' entrapment within the vortex core, but such cavitation limited the flow rate that
- could be used. The vortex stretching effects in the nozzle area were clearly evident.
et Hydrophone measurements were utilized to verify that a finite amplitude inertial
& wave could be sustained in the chamber with fluid flowing through it continuously
e at a low rate. Again, the measurements confirmed the theoretical treatment of the
y .) inertial mode pressure waves in a qualitative manner.
K
- 10.4 DEVELOPMENT OF FIBER OPTiC LASER-DOPPLER FACILITY
;:. : A major expenditure of resources and individual effort was made in the
L development of a facility to enable detailed measurement of unsteady velocities in a
" spinning, nutating chamber. A specially constructed laser-doppler anemometer
J formed the central element in this system. Fiber optics techniques were employed
i to facilitate measurements within the rotating frame of reference. An enormous
,;':: amount of time and effort was necessary to align the complex rotating head and
I?:: fiber optics components. Although a rather large percentage of the resources
s provided were devoted to this facility, it was not possible to make it operational
{ before the end of the program, and no useful measurements were made. It is
i suggested that future use of this facility be made in producing detailed
:& measurements of the time-dependent flow fields in simulated spinning rockets.
e
k5,
;'! §
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11. CONCLUSIONS

-

b0 The results of the program are summarized in what follows. The main findings
AN of the research are emphasized, and the resulting nutation instability mechanism is
R assessed. Finally, suggestions are made for continued investigation of the spinning
» solid propellant rocket nutation instability phenomenon aimed at further
g '; clarification of its features and for its experimental verification.
e 11.1 ASSESSMENT OF GASDYNAMIC NUTATION INSTABILITY MODEL
The gasdvnamic instability model developed in this program has been applied to
' several spin stabilized spacecraft. The computational algorithm which implements
5 the theory predicts a slow transition from a decaying nutation (due to jet damping)
N into a growing wobble as unsteady gas dynamic effects become dominant. The jet
;2; damping and the gasdynamic driving interactions have the same source: the transfer
. of angular momentum to and from the flow of combustion products by the relative

motion of the combustion chamber and nozzle boundaries. The instability is the
result of interaction terms that have been ignored in previous analyses of gas flow
k.- interactions. The influence of the fime-dependen:t response of the combustion
chamber flow to the motion of the spinning spacecraft has not been accounted for
before. The main source of instability is the flow of lateral angular momentum out
of the propulsion system with the mean flow of combustion products. Complex
three-dimensional oscillation of the rotating gases is induced by the wobbling; the
s relative time-dependent gas motion is similar to the classical inertial wave
! phenomenon except that it is superimposed on a mean flow field with an axial
vortex component. The coupling is magnified by the vortex stretching of both the
" quasi-steady axial vortex and the fluctuating lateral vorticity induced by the
D) wobbling as the composite flow passes into the nozzle. Late in the motor burn, the
” increasing size of the chamber and the forward movement of the mass center cause
i these interactions to become more important relative to the jet damping, which is
o less dependent on the radial size of the combustion chamber. Both these gas flow
W interactions depend in a similar way on the position of the rocket motor relative to
the vehicle center of mass

b
: The physical processes described in this report are present in any spinning
f rocket motor, and it is emphasized that they represent a natural phenomenon that is
T not peculiar to any particular motor or spacecraft design. Gasdynamic dnving may
k3 or may not cause coning instability depending upon a number of environmental
A conditions and relative magnitudes of a set of key parameters. In rotating motors
o with short burning time, the flow interactions may be present, but since they always
o9 become important near the end of burn as they chamber size increases, they may not
.’;}: act for a sufficient period of time to generate an appreciable coning growth. The

final cone angle and lateral angular rate are sensitive to the initial nutation
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amplitude at motor ignition, the spin rate, and also on the length of motor burn.
These sensitivities are responsible for much of the variability that is apparent in the
observations. The coning behavior is not significantly affected by the ratio of the
axial to lateral moments of inertia. That is, the wobbling frequency does not affect
coning growth in a major way. However, the growth rate is strongly dependent on
the lateral moment of inertia and on the dimensional free-precession frequency,
since the latter quantity is proportional to the spin rate. The reason instability
occurs late in the motor run is partially the result of the decrease in lateral moment
of inertia as the propellant is consumed. Another reason is the increasing volume of
the combustion chamber. This is significant in that it allows gas particles emerging
from the burning propellant to remain within the system for a longer period of
interaction with inertial forces such as the Coriolis effect.

Some of the fine detail seen in part of the coning data such as the short
growth/decay periods at about the middle of the motor run in some of the
observations is only approximately reproduced by the analytical model. However,
the simulated nutation shows very similar qualitative characteristics. It is of course
unreasonable to expect the model to be a truly accurate representation of actual
vehicle behavior because of the simplified combustion chamber shape and mean
flow models used to represent the actual complex geometrical situation. Also, only
approximate account was taken of the influence of the nozzle flow on dissipation or
further amplification of the unsteady flow after it enters the nozzle entrance.

Since the unsteady flow interactions are complex, an attempt will be made here
to describe the flow pattern generated in the motor chamber in a less
mathematically intensive form than used in the body of the report. If one were able
see within a spinning, wobbling rocket motor and could observe the motions of
individual gas particles as they emerge from the burning zone, the major feature
would be the intense vortex core stretching from the head end and out the nozzle.
The rate of rotation increases rapidly as particles pass through the nozzle due to
vortex stretching. Close scrutiny of the vortex would show that its motion is not
steady. That is, it would not lie exactly along the motor axis of symmetry. Instead,
it would precess around the axis in a direction opposite to the vehicle spin. Each gas
particle leaving through the nozzle would be seen to have a distinct oscillatory
motion witn axial, radial and circumferential fluctuations about its mean position
on the mean flow streamline. These motions become more pronounced later in the
motor burn since the average stay time of a particle within the motor grows longer
as the size of the combustion chamber increases due to regression of the burning
propellant surfaces. The oscillatory behavior intensifies near the motor axis due to
angular momentum conservation; this is another example of the vortex stretching
effect. Vorticity is introduced to the gas particles at the burning zone because of the
nutation and the spin. This vorticity remains with the same particles in accordance
with the Helmholtz vortex laws. Thus as particles move with the mean flow toward
the nozzle entrance, the oscillatory motions are intensified by vortex stretching
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(conservation of angular momentum). Since the most intense oscillations act near
the centeriine, then the flow of angular momentum out of the system is enhanced by
the small radius of the nozzle entrance relative to the chamber size. The intense flux
of angular momentum in the nozzle region implies the presence of local
unsymmetrical pressure patterns that produce the actual disturbing forces.

In observing particles just entering the nozzle, it would be seen that the flow
oscillations are asymmetrical. That is, a particle with an upward or radially inward
motion at one point is balanced by one with a downward or radially outward motion
on the opposite side. Again, the vortex core does not leave through the nozzle along
the centerline, burt rather it precesses about the symmetry axis in the retrograde
direction. It should be plain that the pressure distribution within the nozzle under
the conditions described qualitatively in this paragraph would not be uniform.
There is an unbalanced side force associated with the flow that travels about the
channel in a direction opposite to the rotation. This side force produces a disturbing
moment that can either drive or damp coning oscillations of the vehicle depending
on the direction of the force relative to the instantaneous position of the chamber.
The phase is controlled mainly by the time of travel of gas particles from the
burning surface to the nozzle entrance.

It is difficult to calculate effects of the sort just described by determining the
time-dependent pressure distributions within the system. It is always simpler to
examine such situtations from the standpoint of conirol volumes and related
momentum balances. The present problem is completely analogous to that arising
in the generation of axial momentum thrust by a rocket. Itis an article of faith that
the propulsion engineer does not need to integrate the pressure forces over the
internal surface of the rocket motor in estimating the thrust. He simply determines
the flux of linear momentum emerging from the exhaust nozzle and applies a
control volume momentum balance. The entire analysis described in this report
was carried out from this point of view. It is the flux of a lateral component of
angular momentum emerging from the system through the nozzle that balances the
nutation growth. The plume left behind the vehicle is filled with angular
momentum that was imparted to the gas by the rocking motions and by the spin.

11.2 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR CONTINUED RESEARCH

No phenomenon as complex as the nutation instability effect can be understood
in depth on the basis of a short research program with limited laboratory scale
experimentation of the type described. Although much progress has been made in
reaching an improved understanding of the physics underlying the PAM-D
problem, many new questions have been raised. In the last few paragraphs, the
attempt will be made to describe further efforts needed in the search for a more
complete theoretical understanding of the problem, and perhaps more importantly,
the experimental demonstration of its features.
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- Experimental study of simulated spinning rocket fluid dynamics is a very
LN difficult undertaking, since it is necessary to perform precision measurements in a
'y rotating coordinate frame. Thus, it would appear that cold flow testing shows the

most promise in yielding detailed information on the time-dependent fluid motions
* spinning chambers. The situation is much more difficult in generating needed
L .ata from actual rocket motor firings. It is not possible to simulate conditions in
t. static firings that are representative of the free-flight conditions if a fixed axis of
A rotation is used. Also, it is not usually possible to instrument operational solid
rockets in the manner required for high-resolution determination of the internal
flow field. However, useful information could be obtained from motors like the

- STAR 48 in free flight by measuring the pressure field in the vicinity of the nozzle
A ! entrance. Since access to this region of the motor interior is available through the
N nozzle support structure, this should be a feasible undertaking. High-resolution
I pressure mcasurements (Kistler guages for example) should be made at at least two
( azimuthal locations separated by, say, 135 degrees to facilitate phase angle
i determination. The best location for the pressure ports would be within the nozzle
-:r entrance forward of the throat, but measurements on the outside surface of the
)

y submerged nozzle as far forward as possible would yield useful data.

r Tests that simulate the coning phenomenon should also be devised using
L laboratory scale motors. A feasibility study was carried out during this program
- indicating that all of the main features of the instability can be represented in an
economical manner using small motors operating in a spinning, nutating test
fixture. High rates of spin must be used to yield sufficient data resolution, so it will
probably not be possible to match the full scale Rossby number in such experiments.

Unfortunately, the only experiments that will be truly convincing in the
b resolution of the PAM-D problem will be those carried out in actual spaceflight. It
is recommended that a preliminary design of such a test program be undertaken. It
may not be necessary to utilize full-scale vehicles, although final verification should

;) be made with properly instrumented PAM-D or PAM-DII spacecraft. Since it is
iy also possible that there will be additional satellite launches using the STAR-37E
o class propulsion system, it is suggested that more complete instrumentation be
% employed in at least one of these. High-resolution rate gyroscope measurements
N would be very helpful. Even though this propulsion system does not exhibit
® pronounced coning, such instrumented flights would provide direct verification of
" the presence of time-dependent spacecraft/gas interactions and would thus represent
IE_:: a major step toward a full understanding of the problem.

t&.‘

b 11.3 CONCLUDING REMARKS

¥l It is appropriate to conclude this discussion by reiterating the reasons, as based
2 on the findings of this research program, for the appearance of an unexplained
! nutation instability phenomenon in the PAM-D spacecraft system when such
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v events had not been detected in earlier spaceflight programs based on similar
' technology.

A main systern feature contributing to the instability is the relatively large,
nearly spherical STAR 48 rocket motor with its thick propellant web. This

g combination results in a long burning period, which is typically twice that of
previous systems. This allows small perturbing torques the time necessary to
3 generate significant nutation growth.

The large burning surface to throat distance near the end of the motor run leads
to increasing gas particle stay time within the system as the propellant surfaces
recede. This in turn allows inertial acceleration effects to influence the relative
motion of the combustion gases significantly. The resulting unsteady flow is
responsible for a flux of lateral angular momentum out of the system (and an
associated unsymmetrical pressure distribution) representing an unbalanced torque
on the spacecraft.

—. :..‘ .

L -

g Another design feature shown to affect the nutation instability is the highly
R submerged nozzle with its small throat. Key elements of the gas flow are affected
- by this geometry in such a way that the disturbances are enhanced. The stretching
! of the central vortex core through the narrow nozzle entrance and its interaction
with locally intensified fluctuating flow components directly influences the internal
traveling pressure distributions and the resulting side force.

The prolate spacecraft shape with the motor suspended quite far aft of the center
! of mass also strengthens the perturbing effects generated within the chamber. The
. combination of the decreasing moments of inertia, the increasing lever arm, and the
; increasing gas particle travel distance from the burning surface to the nozzle are
¢ responsible for the the apparition of the instability late in the motor burn.

K In conclusion, it has been shown that an unsteady internal gas flow in the form of
traveling inertial pressure waves is induced by the rocking motion of the spacecraft.
An intense axial vortex is caused by the spin of the rocket motor chamber. The
by combined flow pattern is resporsible for coning instability in spacecraft of the
' PAM-D or PAM-DII type. Combustion effects are shown to have neglible
influence. Most of the unbalanced side force comes from a traveling unsymmetrical
pressure pattern in the nozzle entrance region. This pressure field is associated with
the helical motion of the vortex core as it passes into the nozzle. Measurement of
the pressure fluctuations in the nozzle entrance region will verify the proposed
model. Such measurements must either be made in actual spaceflight or in spinning
test stands with capability to simulate the rocking motion component. Motor tests in
fixed-axis rotation will not yield useful data. Detailed simulation of the interaction
with vehicle dynamics indicates that all major features of the nutation instability
phenomenon are represented in considerable detail without the need to arbitrarily
adjust the physical parameters describing either the spacecraft or the rocket motor.
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\, b Fineness Ratio of combustion chamber, L/D
o
~ 2+ D  Chamber diameter
o '_..
CS E Ekman number = WQR2
:? e,  Unit vector in direction of coordinate n (k is also used io represent z-axis)
ARG
*3.' kmn Inertial mode integers
!‘Q
ot L  Combustion chamber length
ol M  Moment vector
)
‘-‘,?:'e’ n Unit normal vector (positive outward from origin)
¥
;.::.:’!: P  Reduced pressure
, P Thermodynamic pressure
o : I :
e Q  Spatial part of inertial wave velocity vector
W :
v 5‘.3 1,8,z Polar coordinates
‘_ ' r Position vector relative to center of mass
2' _, R, Chamber radius
[ Y
-.'- R,  Propeliant pressure coupled response function
o.?".
o S Area
o) o
i u elocity vector
v' :
nﬁ U Mean flow velocity vector
{:':3 A A% Volume
2 x,¥,z Pitch, yaw and roll body fixed cartesian axes
vy
s Y] .
i@ Greek Symbols:
A
,.4 a  Exponential growth rate
; "':' B Complex frequency a + i
‘.-’ Y
x{;': : Y Ratio of specific heats
l,r';l
v
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Moment scaling parameter in Euler's equations of motion
Rossby number = vi/RQ
Phase angle between moment and vehicle angular velocity vector

Spatial part of inertial pressure disturbance

)
£
¢
S
;,.: A, Inertial mode frequency (n denotes triplet [kmn] for a particular mode)
| As  Spacecraft free-precession frequency
p Gas density
W  Angular velocity vector
(), Perturbation angular velocity in lateral plane

a2 Q  Spin angular velocity (sameas ©,)
R v  Amplitude of vehicle perturbation angular velocity
ey I’  Strength of axial vortex flow
Wy Other notation:
: §2 Primes denote oscillatory quantities
aly Vectors are indicated by boldface type
;"; Subscript o indicates constant mean reference value
i Subscript i refers to imaginary part (also denoted by superscript (i))

% Subscript r refers to real part (also denoted by superscript (r))

) * indicates complex conjugate
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APPENDIX
EXPANSIONS OF FUNCTIONS C,,, D, E.2 F,2 and G,

The complicated functions resulting from integration of various expressions in
the Section 6 analysis are displayed in detailed form in what follows. The
expansions were made assuming a cylindrical chamber geometry. Prime indicates
derivative of Bessel function with respect to its argument.

FunctionCp;;  Cp = Cpy® +iCpp, where
C® = 4m (cos n -1)[ 8623,8) /(nm)? + [ETo(E) - 2 T, OVE2 Ay | /E 2

Con® = 4 (cos n-D[ (& - 20,&) WeE2 A ]| /B, 2
Function D;:

Dy = 4 (cos 0t - 1) [2/(E2 Ay + 4b2/(mm)2Q2-A)] 11 (E) - Jo&)(§ Ayy,) /EE 2

Function Emzz (Normalization function for inertial velocity eigenfunctions)

Eqn2= 2mb] (4+ 1y DIE2) 05 2E)+Tp2E)) - 1 2EN+4AmT 1 2E) | 1(4-AL2)2 +
+ (nm/2A,b)2 b [J 12(6) + (1-1/8)) 12(5)]

Function F,zn:

Fi2 = = (142001, 2) + Jo®)Jo(®) - 20, &V

Function Gp,: Gy, = G +i G (), where
G = 8be[ (12E)12- @+Am2V2Am] - E2 Ug2ERTG2E)] | /(4-Ay2)2E 2

Gen® = 4m3n2[ [1-3928) -312(8) -1,2( VERY Ay +
+ (4282 J®12EN2] 14Ny DE2
- nn sin (nnz/b) | [1-02(E) -1, 2E) A2 +
+1,2®) ] 726RAA(4A 2)E2
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